r 



mi^^^m^^im^ 



i 



|i2-2H^ 



!iV 



*' ; fi 1^ ""t '^ t" *" <i 



Ms j t» ' 



^1 ■ ,¥^'5i 



8. Hugo lUiiterrowl failed to list 
Pas's 187^ Fifth (floor Master Key, 




temate Parking 



i5' 



^ 



ffl 



Please file in the personnel file of SA E. Hugo Wntenowd i 
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FlLi? 



ra ltd 
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UNITED STATES CjDVERNMENT 

DATS: k/19/54 



0g%inauencies ih dxn^Sling atrr. 

Fous-tcn-cui-rat Seat if Govemmn' J 






dj 



,i 



matter 



the Bouston Jiuiiion ana by tU ^^^* ^ G<^.^ernmer,t , there 
are set out iereinafter- the de^inquencie• j bof, o*a 
recommendatioha for ai^>niniatrai*ue action, 

INCUENCISS .^ -^ f-'E HOUSTON jkviii J ^ 'j 




He 



\i 



H; 



aid "^ot Obtain opinion frm it^A conge --.jjiaf.. ^o^'^.J''^ 
TTTFhTSid'U \ \ that he %nten'iea -wrxting assx:. taar Aa- Ine 



7^ 



la cK of md ^p owe r 
would have_ c ^itjc^:: . _^ 

SA \ \ ^^- '^^ 

WG3 conta in-- .. t'-- e^ 
ticn^ He should not 



but il_h_e or SA'^ oontoi^rLO h^n ■ te'.i_alert» the^ 

- t h.e A u.:'A ^^ wn%c r,^ o 



■. w in^ a f p ^ c :- e 5 s re po 
mate Ir $55 da^s t^- cc 



i t^^ 



a 



Qve s'OhM any rep ' to the^x 
contained administrative deta^L, SAC -~:;- '-''l/''\^^.J?Jtl;^'^'' 
this matter with the Director while m ^^aah-.ngto. »" f^'^"",'*if- _ . 
rhis in ^i c ut tic Jjj^:^.- ^ - :c - . ...:.- ■ ' ^ ..: .^:_.:^,.-.^'^ >^. ^^ - » '"^i' ' 






* 



guished from prosecutive guidance, on jtHe A^'^A. 
rt. rhe-b>r4fil ort 




p>'C,oer sb.p er'- 



>±jr^ t j-e csi vi n(; rrJtRsir. ^at-tsikiJUm. 



SK 




j4ttGCft»ents " 
JHli:Jaw/EDM:atn i^__ 

ccr ifr. Boardma^Zz\f^^»~^'^^f^ ,r 



Mr, (flavin 
Mr, R08 e n 



\^ -4^0^^^^ ^1^^ I 






...O VW1^ 



ff%J\mm^ 







and ord*r9d irou Mton not to m*a agep nd aoeo ^ntant on the caa»_ 
Tt nnirWJU* had intended : The uee of the eeoond aeoountant 
wae denied beoauae of oilier aooounting work en hand, of equal 
i^ortanoe, needing attention and the belief of the Invettigative 

r Sivieion that nonaeoountante oould adequately handle ins tant oaae. 

!] seat of aovermunt Supervi»er\_ \ in'^A ■^****'"^<'/ ^?/^ . ^ *w. 

/ to HotiHaton iaaued detailed inatruotiona \(or the handling ofthU 

'' oaaet however, Jlouaton did not put aufnoient nanpower on the 

oaae and the Seat of Oovernvient j.aiinAraAia!^ ^ *f ^ ^* .-^4r"T^'^ > -^ 
Vuffioititn^- J/ter SupervisoA f^i Unit Chief Barley conferred 



ftiffi fitnilul After Supervisori 
with SAC SOntoiana at the Seat of 



w»*r» o4tv «-., »wr«..- w- w -• 3oIJ«rn»W concerning thia be 

eaae. then a heuld have written a Mgaor ond kte conoerninaAhf ag»tf» b? 

rV'U fk - ^in^7lithSA0 ihev ahould havei aiWn/n^ciric inatructiona 
aa to the ease. Thie wae not done. Jk*j£*^^i^f^t<>^ V*" o'*^ 
Mum ber One Min Winterrowd eho uldJigj^^Jsi£i^e»tJ ALCJSfipm^S. 
dhaut thia ^ae wUile 'he waa"\kre_, .Jh^n ^he matter., of, 'j'*' J^^4.^ 
^Unn to thi l>eVar3mj^ rconoem30^^^ 
aoSSremtl v SA\ l^ad talked too much. _eaM_up^ the fact that 

-^Tarjfir^Mi»^ej>erti hofb^ne^ilte^ Jo ^ .^<> T-ZlZ^A fJ" 

Tl^o u3TlMvebeen brought to tfte^D!i yigZ5lA^tiZLUftA. , .. 7^rg <t ■ 
•^7^^rn^a^^ o' rul^ tXoiprogrxa repo rta ehoul d_oii^9h9Ml d noj Jft. 

diaaevXhaie dt howiver_,lj;j^uwe3i»^^ admijiiJi trjaii Vf dq ta, 

'are nbi to 6e dialiejiinatiAjt^ 



^SgOUUKMDATIOmt 

Houaton, Jfon-veteran» 

report co ntaining 
d not idk0 an 



3A(A)\ 




t^^frS KSiidJuSA /o jLJZJdite^>aiL>AA-ft^Jxu>fttAlfla.tor^ 
irmn miahed from ' proee cut ive guidance} ji<dn5t^nil^S3f.os^ 
advia e SAC inadwmatoJi.cxiii£ii^»^^'i^^sir^ — 



b6 
b?! 



Sy^oitdte proa£ei«_rfiior*f , Jnapector unoM» to prou# *'*^*Lv 

aa»l»V3 "iWt55rt^rirur«a« had turned down recueata for three 

additional Agenta but Inapeetor belieuea] |^w« this 

., information te AUSA. Ji <• oKo rgo o«ynd<d^ % * he »g_* g;>;;A'^'^f g- 

to it now* 



»¥ 



v^^'f^'J^' 



M 



^ / 



- 2 - 




'^ t^^i^,^.-^ 



^ "if» 



^ 



II 



* 



and pr»>g^|t Off* 



• SAC J* rJHsant 



to tana, Soutton, Uon-vettran* CeA aurf 
oivt -ihis matter aaartaaiVM •uper- 

j [ auKorondua iJtot tht AUSA 

infnde^ tBTitina m Utt9r.3ii At9%9xan-t AO Olnev, h* th PuH hav§ 
aduitid th9 Mureau* S9 Mt29& io dUQUAA^hU mttULMWLJht 
Dtr*9t o r^ tr Mr* Bo»*n tn Washingftf^, p^ g., itK^ieating ha did 
not rebbonif pottHtialft lii-Ami atapt 9Ajfit»A^ Did not viaprouslif 

mak« Mort agtnt* aitailablt* Alto r*eomend__jhat oonaidoratjon b« 



b6 
b7C 



iJL.SLjmX2 tr^SjysMi ..iJL. 



roeoKkon^ 

vi*9of _thU a nd M-fJUff/iJUdiMM reof 5i!lyJ^*.«ijfeA^<iCPrA»*_la 
■frotta ton* Jn , i)i < • ca»e ht had^nadtquate^Jaia on vithjU^J^x. 
It~i» notod iliit~SA'0 Sgnto'iar^q J>W^««* *■- ohajrsiij>fj^$JBm9tjin 



e* on. 






i n »**ti gaxTon* 



-v--u^ v» aL - A<^^ ^^^•''■^ 




n.o.'^-vi 



-^-v* 




roLLOwim RScoiaaNDATrom made oh seat of aorERmiENT persomhel 

AND THESE ARE BSJM3 MADE NOW DESPITE AST IMPENDING INSPECTION OF 
THE AGCOVNTINa AND FRAUD SECTION OF THE INTESTIGATITE DlflSION 
BECAUSE WE FEEL TEAT ACTION SHOULD MOT BE DELATED WITH REGARD 
TO THE DELINQUENCIES DSSORIBSDz 



bo 
b7C 



3. 8A 

j^enMure and prohatioj^ 



S^at #/ Qov0Tnm%ni. Veteran o 
o aje -the v ia^rou^ 
M§ did noA^lc ognts0 



V 



a pgr0»4iii0 sup4rt$i$%0n it should Aai; r,gfi^^*ff- _ 

Jti^otTn ti^^^T^^ mao ntttfdt^ When Houston asksd 

yofthres^aaitionai acoouhiants, mhich rsqusst wis dsolined by ths 
Bursau, ^hs sho ul d havm follnimsd ths oa sf to insure that sufficisnt 
psrsonnsl ms ussd on~itTo'^bring it to a logical and early eonolusion^ 
^e failed to lorite a Jm^m0rand^nr^flsotinp his SOsJsrs^BQf^^iiiL 
SAC Santo iana oonofrnt^g.^ an4 JSiifi^Jo <£?«• speGi/ic^ 

instructions to SAC ^hH^ i n confsrenoe beQ(^u£e_he felle^ oft »rtt*»>L 
inst ructions i revipuslv sent^^to^JtouMtOA^ In view of this ^man^s 



<; 



fXine record^ as evidenced frovi his personnel brief, and his general 
potential foradwinoenent, coupled with the fact that he is 
relatively young in the service, it is also recemmended that 
consideration be given to his further seasoning in the fields He 
is not an accountant although he supervises cases involving 
accounting* » _a-vju^^ajL.nA- 






f>V 



•j?a- 






'>^i^i 




4* William JohnSSurley, Unit Chiefs S^at of Oov0rnm9nt^ 
mattfr rtgf<yd_iLti?^^r gtt#^ •borgaaii/t MUD ^ r wi^iOA^t the S$at of 



man power aaBi gn^d to i t to bring i t to an early in ve e tigative^oon^ 
'oJuf ioh* He e hould haxM ineure^ that jS^e. pro oraetination^^ 
AVSA in Ho ueMn^conjiern inj^JOte^epojpf^sl. inguirv »a# MJioppjdj^^ ffe. 
Thouidrju^jfeZir^ hijf.^intervtejo^ 

tffithlSAC Santpi ana eonaerning thie matter^ andhe $hould ^tev£. 
Jl^^SsilitiSll^ iSruri^jr euperviaes 

aeven other (fgenfs and hie fraud unit handlee roughly 1,000 
pending oaata* 





* 


-1 ■ < ^XJ^ 






'' ^ f J. 
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J^r FUBTHER RECOIOSNDATIONS 
OK FOLLOWIHO paqe 



■ ■-„ ■'' '' S^*:^-^^:0fri(n^ SiotUn Chief, Seat - - 

^i mas "yuXlit 



j:firLJ25dljLjfnyl^ 1954^ 



. , mas 



Q Pan is ant of ¥> 
reo&ivf vigorous an 



^ ^9 Se c tion C^ixU 
s Gas0 andriMulKjBMZl!iSJir§(L 



Mis SBi 



Seat ^of Gi^vernment . 

Taclinin a Jo'uato n7 

for tAis^asB and direoi jng 



s requ est 



(iggf^9§f ivf^mjpjtr vision bjn tfte 



g g g» * « ff?M1^0» T wafftt f i iSL.jm£jJi.^«r_gase be used and that the 



/? 



au6ordinatei ?n hi^^s eat ioji • 
M0U§t0n Offi0%f0llwm04^§ 
U**0r 0/ 2/14/34. 



He fs' responsible 
I W0 Should haps 
linstruatioms 



f{ 



I2«.-C4rv« 



^nWyl^i^i 



a>^ 



1: 




indurtd *Aa* the 
eui in Bureuu 



:.*^.AJU 



'^'yt^ .^.^-^.^.^r-t^ 44 



i* 



I 



JMn, Cin charge of CrimiHl^nd Accounting and fraud SectionsL 
iMen the latter woThTere <« #^iw>^|L*o 0:Ha<n_8^^i/fc rrtsS^iil' 



responeibility for weak per/^rnuince of suborduiatea in this case. 





^^^ 



...^ 



.a.. ■^..4.,. 4,.. 



X 
^ 



^ 



^1 



J . . . '*'^.. -^ •^--*-- 

^M i?roj»g^<Qn. A3 ^i«ls*ant ji)itrlctdr, he should have inters 
viewed SAC Santo iana himself Iconcerning this natter. As division 
head he is responsible for the delinquencies of subordinates 
in his division. 





*%&^ 




Section. This will begi n Ve<inesdaji^2ZS4j^3^iI aojirovetL 



/^y^. 















z' 



>^ 



V 



V ■>^' 




ATTACHED ARS '; - E PEP.SChhSf. MIEFS Cr\UL EHPU^sEBS 
INVOLVED EXCEPT THAT Oy A.^SISTAAT I -^t/b RO.SFk, '''"^^'-^^'^ 



- 6 - 



% 



deta'ils 









^ This case, alleging frjxud against the governwtent on the 
part of Broim & Root, Inc.^ in that they toe re oharqing expenses 
on one government contract agaiiipt other government contracts^ 
V/V^/tl *K ^*'^'^p<'^ of the HorMton Office from a oonplaint on 
3/20/53. Ho^Bton's letter of AM/ 53 to the Bure set out the 
f^cts <in(i stj^t^ that Qn tnvesipati^^^^ The Bureau 

by letter 4/ 1S/S3 directed it b4 preMf^e4 "iii th^ K 
f^r hU t^inion txnd th^ bv 5/4/53. 

ffouetpn letter of 5/4/53 snidtHte AstSsi^nt V. S. Attornev there 
bel ieved there was no violation funtii^ i^hac count i'la report was 
made available to the Arnti bJlBiomnS Moot ^^s^ Houston 

advised the investigation mutd lb eh^Min^^^ this 

report i0as rectiuedi^md adx^tsMd thcitmef: Mi^ 

would n^t be met. Thxf r^r^ort mds rfii^eme^ Sj^WSS^, t^^^ w- 

tion continued, and therea^fte'r kreor^Hfs^. iren^M^f^ere received from 
Houston as .follomsi | 



Repo rt 6/1 7/53 i: e $t i%a ; ed t x ^.e 
reperi 7/82/33 (estimated time io cc-?: 7«f* 
phase and 45-^60 days on onn '^hi *2d adrr^t 
(estimated time to comvl^te l^^^iiO dd^s o 
60 days on time cards nncf^e i "^ f^SM desi 
report 9/88/53 (esti-nated t j ^e ^r^ comrlr 
testimated time to complete -67 -^nvs); 
time to complete -* 855 davs): r^rort p/i 
complete - 85 Special Aarnf ArircuntantJ 
dai/3^) I 



to apmpi'^*'^ ^ 60 ic^fs); 
te •• 7 a 1 v.r on orane runway 
ors phase); report 8/S6/S3 
n 'jun shield adaptors phase, 
red this invest i'gatinn); 
te - 30 covt^}: report 11/3/53 
revo rt 1/5/54 ( estimated 
^/54 (estimater^ ti-^ to 
davs and 16'Sverin: Anent 



this 

daus 



Houston's 
case and would 
but that there 



1 ef ter 
comnJete 
would be 



rm^ 



b6 . 
b7C 



recommended the 



5S o:d';^^sed SA\ \ t/^s morkina 

first n I legation with in a week or 10 
oth/'y^ allegations nr^r that. \t vns not 
t other o^'-r^'ntcln*'' ^ sent to Ho :r^n to aid this 
^^nvestigation^ Houston; qirtelU^^ ^SA desi-red 

the ca^e be. expeditedit^at 4 dec auntants^ m^ --^ be needed to comnlete 
i^ bvY^^/^ three tt nent to Houston; and 

were riot anai \nh7fi^ a second nocoyintcnt 

i-'nreaKt 1$ tter in 



that if these three jaccormtant 
in Houston would be dssiphed t 
answe r 12/7/53 d i rected 'Hou sto 
on the case§ ina^smtich as he ha 
to him:; that the Bur^du bel i#y 
work needM unde r th€ directi b 
request for the 3 dp countants 
while at the Sect Q f Oo vernmen 



with Supervisor 



No 



r/nit 



a id 

lot to : 't the Second accountant 

others erpedi re iritjesttgations designed 
d non'^accbHriir'nts ccld handle the 

of ofte notpHntanti a the 

s being d^ 

in Jdnuary discussed this case 
ief Hurley, and Section Chie ^ tvans^ 



memorandum reflecting that Conference was written . Ho 




-m^- ■>^- 



% 



k 



ihat AtfSA \ \ b^ Again ipn-hioi^ed^^f^ the-:.- : 

ini/s^ftgatiofi agd in di$xr7^as€dj 1 ookinj farmrdto limttino i't*. 
M*) U3ton -^le tiwe of S/G/f^^^. rlfl eotc^ SA^:'-^f ^to^i-ana' and ^ 



:9rm^ 






on 



■^/6/^ 









b6 
b7' 







h^i ''-^Uk-'^v'^'^e iv^d a 



Vneer date ■of'-.^S/5%,as'i;^-:.i 'kfimy the 
:^:t:)iOTuruluKfro\A^.^i^tantAith^ :'t-:erai 01 *t^ ^ ,^ ^ ^ >■.-.-. ^ .^ 

: a leHer of l/lS/&4, Sf^P^ ,^^«i i'-^*: A''- "^-orney in '/H-. . S^vn ;- ■ i-p 
d^partxent^ ■^/TKie-Jetier''u:'i':,tArefe^r'ir.s to tht .■tt-.j,:i <i.nj: iiv^:-.^/ ca:se,y 
pot;it6d out an <v3ti/tof ^- -d/" ■S'?|;.iSi 'aiij^'^ -.a-vuld -ie- r&qhiri^i * 
ooir^plete the inucBtigation arm sai^ t}v:it ke (the ;[/• :S?/ 4i; orn«i*^ 
hc.& been infofned thai ^ae^e fcci/ insuffiQiem rranpuwer 
aoailable in th^ JJvastcn Offi^pe. i^ ^Uiterially speed th^ investigati 
^ and that additional as^ i^t^n^-p /laJ !jeen, denici hy t-^^e, .^^:^\-.ngi on ■ 
Cffice. At thai iiPie tne ,<x.2r^.nist'racion o,r -thit^ :^i('^^';':i^r'_:in .■■* 
the:'. Houston Xfiuision, cs wellia3..ar:. t'-.e' Seat of ^ '}<:■ y-jf^xne-nt^ 'was 
brought to your attention^ "I 



on 






'■■--"^-'a-^-., .>>'^»i#%<l'^ . v*^--.%^ :.,>,i'-;^i5^^'^-. 



60 



2_jL. 



% 



,-J 



The .>:.-eotor instruct 3:1 tha- ..ndc.i'cl :■" .-.■r.tAt nroo^eea £:,: 
Houston to Ln'^stigate the r^t^ier -there, hins •.■. :.r.Roser,-s-,.,_.. 
recominendation , 'i . 

■ ■ By teletvve sU5/5-im^:^eo:tor. :/^i;^^;^■.^:7:s-i^'i^;"^•^:;■-f:|:^ 

Uake ? jully qualified acoounj^nt^ ^'"'^^^w-C^^"'^ X^.W^Ktlr ' 
^accountants at least SO days &o •prepare *^if; '^:^ter /t^^r^'^^V J^C'K 
Grand Jury mill sit XfoHFebrihr: 23 until ..arc :j- i.v, -^i^4. -::^.m: 



'r\ 



■;:m;i'f^T"jm\-^i^->^g^-:^ 



->^Vv-l 









1 -t^-i i- 







/ro :; pr<J5fec?"ti.*Jlon:;'-c'S*^-^^ 



.K^^^B*?*!^.-^;" 






i^-y 



"i: t'C " ^v'.^:.;^:ie; ".'?:or ^v men.: .'■^■■t--:.-:- 



.had i^urne^a^iix^m/^.^ 



^'■^-■-^i';as-:'-i^^^v/ti^^ 









■y>Wc-'M 



m^^v^--^: 






'■--^^i^M^iM^^i^0^^^^^^'--'^ 



^ 



^^K*. 



^^^ 



-^- 



6. Both SAC Sanioiana and Sa[ 



jfailea t:o 



recognise the possibility of the AU3A criticisinp th^ Bureau 
in a le tter to Ass istant An- Qtney eoen th.uch th^ AUSA 



advised 



he would write Assistant 



A r 



Oln^y, 



b6 
b7C- 



•>cvc^*»n. ye 



DEUNuUENCIEd IN S^AT QF. IQYERNifSIJT i^yri4.(^ 



^ 



5A 



\erv ^:s:ion\;-^'i_ ■th^']-.^art'['.uf- 
SJiM<xn$^ SectH^yh^dh^if/. This 



X • This ufas jj^0:ah: ^ Uj 

Unit Chief f ahi pn:'th(et:'-^art' -o, 

evidenced by the ^^orandflk d 

A so is ta n t direct or -M'c-s e n reov 

be s^eni i^p mmton i3^ 

accountants J^ustoA^^^^ 

d0vcrte hfmseif to ^i'ihe^r^^^^^ acc-ou%'^' i na'-:'misrt^-f 



IS 



ted ls/4/^3 fra'm:0A E^ns to 
ending that «^ ;ci4^iit^^ 

i'^to4:MA^/:-onlM':^f^^'-(^^ tm ■ 



^#iH»#j;^ 



■h6 
hlC 



J^ 



dictated that iMerhii:Wp4i^{p^ 
required. . '-v:;'^ 









.^>^^'i^:#c:^. 



II 



3o J^re ajgreseti^e^ad^ nis ion by tHe ^S^'it of 
Gouernment should htve ''dicmt^ .tha^i the -.prc-cm^l^'-^m^^^^ cf fh^ 

AU3A i *i Ilcuston conie fn:tn:g:/^m:Set^^^^ f: 

inc^uiry shcul'i be stoj:; 4ct h^:' mcisi i^^ ac tion^n 't'iq: pa'-i'' of 
thej{ouston€!fficem^ r^.^ Inmmigative'.-j)i-T}^ ■:.'■■'■'"■ 

Houston Office by. le tiers d^^xt^ IS/'^'/S:!: ai.d'1:^^ 

the AUSA ^'iere and at tempt ta'|z ir^it -i^: --^^ ^ope of rtMs^ itkif^st igdtionj 
hovjever, ihcy di2 not folLoj).:ik^ -c see tK-t tnis \-a::-- ^ 



40 Jifte r lor i t in g -t ; j|e tt e , 



n/7/ 



Haust.on^ 

noW-:i&^. 



I 



advising 'thai:''- t'hc^^ ■<it^':^W-m^^^ ■ ■ 

sent to Mouston_:a^d ^^\at c^^ s^^^ avoouaia:,i-t-^-nc^iy^^^^^^^ 

on ''V'i.$:\cmMjf:'ifie Investigatf}^ Diuic ion '$:ri,Q0,d'/v:tu^-\f^ ; v:'\' 

this\ :m iter:rt0:'a.$:$u^^ th^zt^it. Ma-d receiuiri^g-^the- ';^j:;y%pcw e^r^^^^ 

to bring it to aJogicaZ and m ;^oncX';'^:|oWv :-V''/' ' " 



ib-iH^iivf 






■mr:^i; 



ir: 



■■Ul^t 



ls:.m\ 



.-a^ 



V * 



^ 



5, In a memorandum dated S/12/54 from Section 
Chief Svans to Mr. Rosen it is stated that while SAC Santoiana 
was at the Seat of government, this case was discussed with ^^ 

him by Supervisor Unit Chief hurley and Section Chief ^^^ 

Evana, No memorandum concerning tnis conference was written 
+0 point out vBha t ins true ti oka were ■ en to JAC Santoiana^ 
Jie possibilities of limiting th- of th. .icul-y, .--:d 

en attempt to arrive at an ^mtina^m% e it wouio. :^' 

complete it. The Investigamye Diwf . . rotates i-. t /i 
new inatruoti ns were ^ioeA fH 6A0 San.oiana a-* ■ :: x : - 
410 it was no\, d««lMMl neo939(&'y t j r»corcl the inj" .al 
oonyersotions ha^^ith him. ' :t was stated f-r t tae Bureau 
desired thai the. scope of investigation be l.-.ued, that the 
Agent days requires n, co.'v-'^t'? appeared ex^ecsive ana v.'ic-c 
the matter be discussea wi : ike USA in Houston to bri.io to 
his attention the net-d for i.\ -Jditiiy the ca-". was stated 

that the SAO was tola to a.. e tn.-> Bureau wti. i'u tae work 
situation in his office woul. permit assignment .. additional 
personnel to this case. The resul-^s of this conference should 
have been reduced tj .ritin:, to record the o. • je instructions. 



6, When tue Director was aduisecj :.-.st this yiatter be 

huu showed h? 



had been mishandled in I' ^a ton and that SA\ . 

the AUSA a progress re.ort^ it should have boen also ^jointed 
out to the Director th- 1 r-orts in trAs case had been sent to 
the Department by the :"nj;fea tJnat-Jue Division by routing slip 
since 12/10/53, These r. orts went directly fr^. the 
Investigative Division .:• the Records Administr '.oe Branch in 
the Depar-bment, 

7, The Investi^ztive Divis' ^n was aware, fro^ a 
review of the progress re'.orts recei. j that the Av'^A in 
iiouston would not give an opinion c^ ...e limit of the scope 
of this investigation, liey should have seen to it ^hat he 
IOCS properly brief ea am fiucated on the .^ureOu.'j respo.:sibilities 
and experience in this v^.tJ case so thai r would have been in 
a position to limit it, 

a. The Investigative Division supervises accounting 
cases on individual case bases and issues instructions concern- 
ing accounting phases where necessary. The suggestions and 
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regulations for handling^ as well general inst^'u^tiona for 
preparation of accounting reports, are > et out in Bur^^au 
inanuals. The inspection staff vf the Training and Inspection 
Division looks into the qualifioati'^ns and training of account-- 
ants in the course of field inspections* The Im^estigative 
Division is provided with these analyses to ain in ii$ guidance 
in future supervision. 



'^A-^'^^ I 
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February S4, .19S4 

esRSOHAL AND cemi^imiAi, 





Mr. jB* Bugo Ifinterrowd 

federal Bureau of Invest igaiion 

mshington^ D. C* 




Hear i(r. Hnterrowd: 

The Bureau haa recently conducted an inquiry 
into the manner in which the Fraud against the Govern^ 
ment investigation pf Brown and Hoot was handled OTid 
it has been determined ^hat ^here was a serious lack 
of aggressiveness in the supervision of this matter by 
^he Investigative Bit^ision^ In addition to your over --all 
responsibility for the inadequate performance of your 
subordinates in ^his case you were also personally at 
fault in failing to discuss this case with the SpeciaJL 
Agent in Charge of the Houston Office while he was in 
Washington in January^ 1954. Had you done this you would 
have had an opportunity of discovering the delinquencies 
and needs in the field^ what action was being taken in p, 
the case by the Houston Division and what delinquencies U) 
existed^ *>* 



The rmnner in which this investigation has be^ 
handled has been nost unsatisfactory and it will be ncc^^- 
sary for you to adopt whatever measures are necessary </r 
order to prevent further derelictions in cases of this 9^ , 

JohnlEdgar fooueig g^ i,_,, 
^C . ' ^ mrectof^l, ' 2 ^. 

nm9sf^ ■ in: 

CCt Mr. Rosen (Personal Attention) 

^ -.-l..:-;i*iM coMM - FBI f^ //!;y»^ 
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^<;ft(i4y^ 



^^^ 1 1951 i P^^ ^ ^ ^^"^ 

MAILED 31 






mroh 4, 1B54 . , 

?}ns6UAi. Ann con^tmsTiAi 



r\ 



Mr, £, 'Bugo yinterrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
St* Louis f Missouri 



Dear iir» Hnterrowdt 

27)9 Bureau has carefully considered the ^anner in 
lohioh the .Investigative Division handled a request by the 

> Cklahona City Division f(fr approval of correspondence 
furnishing certain information to a United States district 
Judge at Tulsa, Jpklahotka, regarding allegations mde by ' 
one l/bredith Cox, an innate of a federal penitentiary, 
against a- Bureau agent* ,Jt has been observed Hhat the 
'^'^e.q^est fron Oklahom City was received in the Investigative 
Jl^i vision on February IS, 1954, and assigned to a special 
agent supervisor under ^your supervision for handling* Due 

\ tb the necessity for certain revisions in ihe nemo^anduvi 
prepared by this supervisor the mtter me not completed ^. , 
until February 19, 1954* . ' , 

Because this jnatier lods of a nosi urgent nature 
you should have seen to ii that any required revisions 
in ihe .:^emorandum were handled aore promptly* In the 
future you loill be expected ^o insure that your subordinates 
carry out such asaignments in a noTe expeditious fashion 
so that ihere will be no further occasion to critioJ,^tL.„ 
you in thi^ utanner* 



Jt A 



^i£0OHBED-7 



/ '^^jL^i^ 




i 



,, 4^i' /I 

'i^iZ:±DCU:lami>'i1'm. 

^',t3^^ - ilr'.,'Mosen (Personal Att^nfion) 

let*. Room ^ 



r 



,.K^'' 



4 



•* 



Mr^ ToX9on 



2/25/S4 



i?, y, Sarbo 
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with aliases; 



"^ sn/opsTSt 

'0 



INTSRSTATE TMUSPOBTATIOtr OT BTOim HOTOff 
YEmCLB (TfWJ7)$ GOmXTIpMt HETMSB YXOUfOH 

The I>ireoior inquired as to the delay from 2/l5/B% 
'n to 2/X9/54 in handling the above Tiatter which involved the 
N furnishiytg o/Un formation to V, S, J)i9triot Judge Savage^ 
I Tulsa, Cklahona, bv t he Oklahom <^itv ^ffi^e regarding allepatione 
/ made &y | . l ^ncarcera±ed at Leauemaorth^ odnoerning SA 

' Clement J-» ffood an<i \ I a repreeentatiu^ of the 

National Automobile 'J^neft mreau* \ 
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cmoHoioar: 

2/1S/S4 - 



I 2/16/54 - 



L 



Nicliots 



OWo/ioitta (7<ty letter dated 2/1Q/B4 received by Mr» 
Jioeen 's office 3tS0 PM, ThlA^Tetter enclosed copiee 

of correspondence betiaeen] [and Federal Judgea Savage 

and Phillips^ copy q^ *>»<»»^>'^w^"w fT>nm .<iA Boodf and 

aigned statement of] I in addition to 

copies of proposed letters to Judge navage over the 
signatures of SAO If* Rm Johnson and SA Hood, which 
were fortoarded with the reconnendation that they be 
furnished Judge Savage if approved by the Bureau, 
letter prepared that afternoon under date of 2/16/54 
in answer to Oklahoma 0%i;y le-tter* 

Teletype from Oklahoma City dated 2/15/54 received 
by Criminal Section, Investigative J>ivision, at 8i25 AU, 
wh^oh requested ^urjeau to subvtiit teletype authoriaaiion 
to handle- matter as recommended in Oklahoma City letter 
of 2/10/54 as Judge Savage was to be in Denver for 2 
weeks beginning 2/14/54 and desired the information be 
raode available to his secretary at Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
for forwarding io him at Denver. S[his teletype was 



bb 
b7C 
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referred to Supervisor 



at approximately 



10 AM for preparation of deta%iea memorandum explaining 
background of situation which wis dictated at approxi^ 
mateJLy 2:30 PU but was dated 2/17/54 to correspond with 




m 



^ 



#• 



■ihe date en the attached proposed teletype to 
Okjakcna Hitif instructing that the letters to 
Judge Savage, be revisefi to include more details 
regardina the, interuiem of the suhjecis, and to 
Ornish the signed statements of subjects to 
Judge J^avage^ ThUs memorandun fro^ Mr^ Price to 
'^r^ ^osen woa reeeiv0d by l^r^ Hnterroiad- later in 
the afternoon bu^^ due to other specials, vfas not 
revised &v hin until appro»ina±£2jLJ!^slS P% at vfiioh 
time he instructed jSuperuisor \ \ to make certain 

retjiajon* johich were completea tnat aate euening by 
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The letter dated 2/16/^4, to Oklahoma <?ity, 

which laas dictated 2/1S/S4, toas recalled sn?? '^fjstrot/ed 
upon receipt of the incoming teletype from Oklahoma' 
City, 

2/l7/S^ ^ Meviaed ne^0rantiun bearing 4aie of 3/i7/S4 received 
fcy Mr^ Sinterrowd during forenoon^ Memorandum dis*^ 
cussed with }trm ^interr$>j7d i3^nd Supervisor f^ i« Price 
h7i ifr* Mosen in mida/ternccn wiih the result Supervisor 
I I WIS instructed io'tnlke ^further revisions for the 

purpose of adding additional fads and nfntfnents. 

The revisions mere nade by jSupervisor\ | and the 

istemorandun was returned to finterromd at approxi^ 
maiieljr 5 TM^ Minterromd reviewed the nenorandun at 
approtsinatelu 7 PM and placed it in the mai2 for Mr^ 
Bosen^s attention the following norning^ 

S/18/S4 ^ fhe revised nenorandum bearing date of S/17/S4 Vfus 
received by Ur^ Mesen at $t29 AU^ and Hr^ tadd at 
IStSB PIU Puring the early evening, Wtnterrowd was 
instructed J>y Mr^ Peloach^ at Mr. toison's request^ 
to telephonicalltf instruct the Oi^lahona City Office 
to send the proposed letters for Judge Savage to the 
Bureau for approval by air mail special delivery 
that evening^ jjftich tifas done, and the nenorandum' 
of 2/17/5A ms rewritten under date of S/18/S4 to 
reflect the action taken in accordance loith Ifr* 
Tolson^s instructions^ 

S/29/S4 -^ Supervisor J* JP» Pove was advised at his home during 
the evening that the leti«r0 hod arrived from Oklahoma 
Citys. Pope -immediately cane to the JBureau at 9 PU 
and dictated a letter and teletype under date of 
S/20/S4 approving the revised letters. 



he 

b7C 



- p « 



p 



concLVsiont 



^ft<3 naliter involved in/omation being fumiahed a 
federal ;;fudge concerning allegations made against a bureau 
Agent and necessarily received cjiosi attention at the JBureau^ 
The deldy fron S/1S/S4 to 2/19/54 sxxa occasioned by the revi^ 
sions Tnade in the instructions -to he iissued the Oklahom ^iiu 
Office, the final revision being node on S/10/S4 \ahen Mr* 
Tolson requested the OkXahom City Office be instructed to in- 
mediately send the revised letters for Judge Savage to the 
Bureau for approval* In'Vienf of the urgency of thi0 inattorj the 
various revisions should have heen handled more promp'':ly, 

'nEcoMMMunms: ' ■■'... 

It is recor^Msnded thai (l) Sarll Sugo Winterrowd, 
Vunber J ^^an^ Investigative division, be censured for his 
failure to have ^his matter handled In a %ore expeditious 
manner} .('"' 



(2) A letter go forth ^o Ai«x Rosen, Assistant 
director, Investigative division, instructing that he take 
immediate steps "to re-^exanine the aduinis'^rative procedures 
of the Investigative Mvisiok to prevent a recurrence of ^uch 
4elays in the future* 



Details contained in Synopsis 



i 



^KBUAusnf MRisr or eauu moo nvnanow wattaphsd* 

I 
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March 1$, 1954 



Personal and Co 




■^^tf ■'■ 



(rat. 
<!«arty 



federal Bureau o/ Inwe«tlpaiion 
Voshlnp*on> J3. O. 



Djffar Ji'r* If Inter rouxt; 

jjffanted to drop you thts note 
to tel2 you how mnc'h 1 oppreotate the 
splendid ^ob you did tn the preporatton 
0/ ty^e memorandum regarding the Federal 
Houstnp Administration* 

It ia> evident that once again 
you hove completed an assignment in the 
same thorough ond competent fashion whtch 
has marked your performance in the j>ast. 
You are to be commended for the high 
calibre of your worh in this instance. 



Sincerely Iroure, __ 



en 



cc: Mr* Rosen 



■J. ISdg^P Hooydr Tl « 
(Personal Ait.emiVnjr^ 



jA^^^"- 



y<^ 
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J/arch 26, 2954 

! 

^ Pfr'^oval AUd coy 




Mr* y* ffugo winierroicd' 
Tederal Bureau t>f Investigation 
Washington^ 3^ C^ 



Sear Ur^ Wini^rrowdt 



n^on careful reuiew of the facts developed regarding 
the handling of a p^ggg of ^he Fraud AQaina^ the Oo^ernnent 
invesiigation of \ \ und othersj it has 

bfien determined ^inaz %n%s matter was not preperly analyj^ed 
in t^he Investigative Division* Tou ipere not only responsible 
for the over-^11 inadequate performance pf your subordinates 
in this case but you were mlso at fault in approving a recon^ 
wiendation to send a Special Agent Accountant to San Juan on 
special assignment ^hen you were not in possession of the 
complete facts relating to the qualificatiens of a Special 
Agent Accountant who was already assigned to that office^ 
Sad you been nrtare of all the facts in this jnatter it w ould 
have been apparent to you that there igfas sone reason to 
question the sagacity of this recommendation* 

The manner in which this natter j^as handled has 
been most unsatisfactory and your failure to exercise good 
Judgment in this instance is ^*cst js&rious*. It is expected 
^hat you will take immediate steps to prevent any further 
shortcomings ^n the supervision of casejs for i^ich you are 
responsible* 
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t Mr, .Rosen (Pefaonql 4it8n-ticnJ 



' Hirecior ^ •• -' "^ 
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COMM.P6I 




/f/ 



TO 




DIRECTOR 



DAIEJ 3/12/5U 



EROM : CLYDE TOLSDK 
SUBJECT: 



:^ 



j^fa^ 



^ 



c 



:.i 



With respect to the attached :mexnorandxii:ti dealing with, 
the Federal 'Hoiising Administration I would suggest the following: 

1. -That if :it is felt the adroinistrators of PHA are 
incapable of correcting the existing situation, 
the Budget Bureau assume the responsibility of 
reorganizing the PHA* 

2* 1 think it would be uni?ise, for the reasons 
indicated, for the .Bureau to attempt any such 
sweeping -inquiry as Is suggested following 
the suspension of CTa officials* This would 
be, it .seems to me, almost entirely an adminis- 
trative operation* 

.3* If it Is suggested that we take over the 
Investigative functions of PHA dealing with 
alleged violations of criminal statutes, I 
think we miglit well accept this responsibility 
with the understanding that we will be ^reiinursed 
for £he cost of such work* 



I 



J3TtDSS 



^ * 



Directors Notations: 

,An excellent job was done by Winterowd 
and Hurley on the attached* I want each 
commended* 

H* 



.\ 
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CERTIFICATS 

o 



!', JiroBie (Please -by /e or print) ^ Office or Division 



4 



I. -Are you now or have you ever been a member of, contributed to, 
affiliated or associated with, any organisation listed on the 
attachment to this certificate? 



^ 



Answer ^^Tes'^ or ^^No^^ 



2. If your answer is ^[Tes^^ state the name of the organisation, dates 
of membership and extent of participation. An explanation re-- 
garding membership in any of these organisations may be attached 
hereto on a separate sheet of paper, if you desire to explain the 
circumstances of your membership. 

'Ifame Address From To Office Held 



CERTIFICATION 

I hereby certify that the above information is correct and complete to 
the best of my knowledge and belief. I make this statement }bith the 
understanding that it will be used by the Department of Justice in 
carrying out the provisions of Executive Order 10450 and with knowledge 
that any false statement or omission of material fact may be sufficient 
cause for my dismissal or rejection of my application, and, further, 
may be cause for punishment as a violation of law including Section 
Title 
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Attachment^ 
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American Slav Congress 

American Women for Peace 

American Youth Congress 

American Youth for democracy ,, 

Armenian Progressive League of America 

Associated Klans of America 

Association of Georgia Klans 

Association of German Nationals (Reichsdeutsche Vereinigung) 

Associaiiion of Lithuanian Workers 

(also known as Lietuviu Darbininku Susivienijimas) 
Ausland^ Organisation der NSDAP, Overseas Branch of Nasi Party 
Baltimore Forum 

Black Dragon Society ' , 

Boston School for Marxist Studies,. Boston, Massachusetts 
Bulgarian American People's League of the United States of 

America 
Bridges-'RobertsonSchmidt Defense Committee 
California Emergency Defense Committee 
California Labor School, Inc^^, 321 Divisadero Street, 

San Francisco, California 

CarpathorRussian People 's Society . ^ 

Central Council of American Women of Croatian Descent, 

Also known as Central Council of American Croatian Women, 

National Council of Croatian Women , . 

Central Japanese Association (Beikoku Chuo Nipponjin Kai) , 
Central Japanese Association of Southern California 
Central Organisation of the Germans-American National ^ 

Alliance (Deutsche*-Amerikanische Einhe its front) 
Cervantes Fraternal Society 
China T/elfare Appeal^ Inc. 
Chopin Cultural Center 
Citisens Committee to Free Earl Browder 
Citisens Committee for Harry Bridges 

Citisens Committee of the Upper West Side (New York City) 
Citisens Emergency Defense Conference 
Citizens Protective League 
Civil .Rights Congress and its affiliated organisations, 

including: 

Civil Rights Congress for Texas 
Veterans Against Discrimination of Civil Rights 
Congress of Jfew York 
Columbians 

Comite Coordinador Pro Republica Espanola 
Committee to Aid the Fighting South 
Committee for Constitutional and Political Freedom 
Committee to Defend Marie Richardson 
Committee for i^he Defense of the Pittsburgh Six 
Committee for a Democratic Far .Eastern Policy 
ComMitte^ for Nationalist Action 
Committee for the Negro in the Arts 

Committee for Peace and Brotherhood Festival in Philadelphia 
Committee for the Protection of the Bill of Rights 
Committee ^o Uphold the Bill of Rights 
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March 2S, 1954 

ORGANIZATIONS DESIGNATED BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE 
UNITED STATES. PURSUANT TO EXECUTIVE ORDER 10450.. 



Abraham Lincoln Brigade 

Abraham Lincoln School, ChicagOj^ Illinois 

Action Committee io Free Spain Now 

Alabama People^s ^Educational Association (See Communist 

Political Association) 
American Association for Reconstruction in Yugoslavia, Inc. 
American Branch 0/ the Federation of Greek Maritime Unions 
American Christian ^Nationalist Party^ 

American Committee for European Workers'' Relief (See Socialist 
American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born Workers Party) 
American Committee for the} Settlement: of -Jews^in^BiroSid Jan, Ind. 
American Committee for Spanish Freedom, 
American' Committee to Survey Labor Conditions' in Europe' 
American Committee for Yugoslav Relief, Inc. 
American Council for a Democratic Greece, formerly known as 

the Greek American Council j Greek American Committee 

for National Unity ' ' ' ' 

American Council on Soviet Relations' 
American Croatian Congress 
American Jewish Labor Council ' ' * 

American League Against 'Jfar and Fascism 
American League for Peace and Democracy 
American Lithuanian Workers Literary Association (also known 

as Amerikos Lietuviu Darhininku Literatures Draugifa) 
American National Labor Party 
American National Socialist League^ 
American National Socialist Party * 

American Nationalist Party ' 

American Patriots, Inc. ' ■ ^ 

American Peace Crusade 
American Peace Mobilisation 
American Poles for Peace 
American Polish League 

American Polish Labor Council !' 

American Rescue Ship Mission (a project of the United 

American Spanish Aid Committee) 
American^Russian Fraternal SociS.ty 
American Russian Institute, New York, also known as the 

American Russian Institute for Cultural ReXdtions with 

the Soviet Union 
American Russian Institute, Philadelphia 
American Russian Institute of San Francisco ' 
American Russian Institute of Southern California, Los Angeles 




Committee for World Touih Friendship and Cultural Exchange 

Commonwealth College, Mena, Arkansas 

Communist Party, U. S. A., its subdivisions, subsidiaries 

and affiliates. ' 

Communist Political Association^ its subdivisions, subsidiaries 

and affiliates, including: 

Alabama People'^s Educational Association 
Florida Press and Educational League 
Oklahoma League for Political Education 
People 's Educational and Press Association of JTexas 
Virginia League for. People's Education 
Congress of American Revolutionary Writers 
Congress of American Women 

Connecticut Committee to Aid Victims of the Smith Act 
Connecticut State Touth Conference 
Council on African Affairs * ^ 
Council of Greek Americans 
Council for Jobs, Relief and Housing' 
Council for Pan*-American Democracy 
Croatian Benevolent Fraternity 
Dai Nippon Butoku Kai (Military Virtue Society of Japan 

or Military Art Society of Japan) 
Daily Worker Press Club 
Daniels .Defense Committee 

Dante Alighieri Society (between !l935 and 1940)' 
Dennis Defense Cowftittee ' 

Detroit Youth Assembly ^ 

Emergency Conference to Save Spanish Refugees (founding 

body of the North American Spayiish Aid Committee) 
Families of the Baltimore Smith Act Victims 
Families of the Smith Act Victims 
Federation of Italian War 'Veterans'in the U. S. A., JTnc^ 

(Associasione Nasionale Combattenti ^Jtaliani, 
Federasione degli Stati Uniti d'America) 
Finnish-^American ^Mutual Aid Society 
Florida Press and Educational League (See Communist 

Political Association) 
Frederick Douglass Educational Center 
Freedom Stage,. Inc^ 

Friends of the New Germany (Freunde des Neuen Deutschlands) 
Friends of the Soviet Union 
Garibaldi American Fraternal Society 
George Washington Carver School^ New Xork City 
German-^American Bund (Amerikadeutscher Volksbund) 
German-^ American Republican ^League 
German-- American Vocational' League (Deutsche^Amerikanische 

Berufsgemeinschaft) 
Harlem Trade Union Coundil 
Hatoaii Civil Liberties Committee 
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Heimuska Kai, also known as Nokubei Heieki Oimusha Kai, 

Zaibel Nihonjin, Heiyaku GimushaKaij and Zaibei JSeimusha 

Kai (Japanese residing in America Military Conscripts 

Association) 
Hellenic-American Brotherhood 
Hinode Kai (imperial Japanese Reservists) 
Hinomaru Kai fRising Sun Flag Society — a group 0/ Japanese 

War 'Veterans) 
Hokubei Zaigo Shoke Ban (North American Reserve Officers 

Association) 
HollyiDood Writers Mobilisation for Defense 
Hungarians-American Council for Democracy 
Hungarian Brotherhood 
Independent Socialist League 
Industrial Tihrkers of the Vhrld 
International Labor Defense 
International Iforkers Order, its subdivisions j. subsidiaries ^._ . . 

and affiliates . - - ^7 

Japanese Association^ of America^ , 

Japanese. Overseas Central Society (Kaigai Dobo Chuo Kai) 
Japanese Overseas Convention, Tokyo, Japan, 1940 
Japanese Protective Association (Recruiting Organisation) 
Jefferson School of Social Science, Hew York City 
Jewish Culture Society ^ r 

Jewish People's Committee 
Jewish People's Fraternal Order 
Jikyoku linkai (The Committee for the Crisis) 
Joint Anti^Fascist Refugee Committee 
Joint Council of Progressive Italian" Americans, ^nc^ 
Joseph Weydemeyer School of Social Science, St. Louis, ^ 

Missouri 
Kibei SeinenKai (Association of U.S. Gitisens of Japanese 

Ancestry who have returned to America after studyijftg in Japan) 
Knights of the White Camellia , . 
ru nuo: nan ' ^ . 

Kyffhaeuser, also known as Kyffhaeuser League (Kyf/haeuser 

Bund), Kyffhaeuser Fellowship (Kyffhaeuser Kameradschaft) 
Kyffhaeuser War Relief (Kyffhaeuser Kriegshilfswerk) 
Labor Council for Hegro Rights 
Labor^ Research Association, Inc. 
Labor Youth League 
League of American Writers 
Lictor Society (Italian Black Shirts) 
Macedonian-*American People's League 
Mario Morgantini Circle 

Maritime Labor Committee to Defend Al Lannon 
Massachusetts Minute Women for Peace 
Maurice Braverman Defense Committee 
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Michigan Civil Rights Federation 

Michigan JSchool of Social Science 

Nanka Teikoku Ganyudan (imperial Military Friends Group 

or Southern California War Veterans) 
National Association of Mexican Americans (also known as 

Asociacion JIaciondl Mexico-Americana) 
National Blue Star Mothers of America (not tp be confused with 

the Blue Star Mothers of America organised in [February 1942) 
National Committee for the Defense of Political Prisoners 
National Committee for Freedom of the Press 
National Covmittee to Win the Peace 
National Conference on Ameriqan Policy in China and the 

Far East (a conference called by the Committee for a 

Democratic Far Eastern .Policy) * 

National Council of Americans of Croatian Descent 
National Council of AmericanSoviet Friendship 
National Federation for Constitutional Liberties 
National Labor Conference for Peace / . ' * 

National Negro Congress 

National Negro Labor Council .. , 

Nationalist Action League , * * . 

Nationalist Party of Puerto Rico - ^ 

Nature Friends of America (since 1935) 
Negro Labor Victory Committee -.^ -* , . ^ ^, \ ^ ^ 
New Committee for Publications % ^ 

Nichibei Kogyo Kais'ha (The Greai? Fujii meatre) 
North American Committee to Aid Spanish [Democracy 
North American Spanish Aid Committee . 

North Philadelphia Forum ^ \ 

Northwest Japanese Association 

Ohio School of Social Sciences^ ^ 

Oklahoma Commit^tee to Defend Political Prisoners 
Oklahoma League for Political Education (See Communist , 

Political Association) .. / 

Original Southern Klans, Incorporated ' \ 

Pacific Northwest Labor School j Seattle, Washington 
Palo Alto Peace .Club 

Partido del Pueblo of Panama (operating in the Canal Zone) 
Peace Information Center 
Peace Movement of Ethiopia 
People '5 Drama J Inc. 
People ^s Educational Association (incorporated under name 

Los Angeles Educational Association, Inc.), also known as 
People's Educational Center, People's University, 

People's School 
People's Educational and Press Association of Texas 
People's Institute of Applied Be^igion 
People's Radio Foundation, JTnc* 
Philadelphia Labor Committee for Negro Hights 
Philadelphia School or Social Science and Art 
Photo League (New York City) 
Political Prisoners ' ITelfare Committee 
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Polonia Society of ihe IWO 

Progressive Germans-Americans^ also known as Progressive 

Germans-Americans of Chicago 
Proletarian Party of America 

Protestant War Veterans of the United- States^ Inc. 
Provisional Committee of Citisens for Peace, Southwest Area 
Puertorriquenos Unidos (Puerto Ricans United) 
Quad City Committee for Peace 
Revolutionary Workers League 
Roman ian--Ameri can Fraternal Society 
Russian American Society, Inc. 
Sakura Kai (Patriotic Society, or Cherry Association---- 

composed of veterans of Russo-Japanese War) 
Samuel Adams School, Boston, Massachusetts 
Santa. Barbara Peace Forum 
Schappes Defense Committee !' 

Schneiderman-^Darcy Defense Committee: _, ... 

School of Jewish Studies, New York City, .. ^ ^ - 

Seattle Labor. School,, Seattle, Washington 
Serbian- American Fraternal Society 
Serbian Vidovdan Council 
Shinto Temples *\ 

Silver Shirt Legion of America. , ' 

Slavic Council of Southern California 
Slovak Workers Society 
Slovenian^American National Council 
Socialist Workers Party, including American Committee 

for European Workers' Relief 
Socialist Youth League 
Sokoku Kai (Fatherland Society) 
Southern Neoro Youth Congress 

Suiko Sha (Reserve Officers Association, Los Angeles) 
Tom Paine School of Social Science, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
Tom Paine School of Westchester, New York 
Tri-State Negro Trade Union^ Council 
Ukrainian-American Fraternal Union 
Union of American Croatians 
Union of New York Veterans 
United American Spanish Aid Committee 
United Committee of Jewish Societies and Landsmanschaft 

Federations, also known as Coordination Committee of 

^Jewish Landsmanschaft en and' Fraternal Organisations 

United' Committee of South Slavic Americans 

United Harlem Tenants and Consumers^ Organisation^ 

United May Day Committee 

United Negro and Allied* Veterans of America' 

Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade 
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Veterans Against Discrimination of Civil Rights Congress 

of New Tork (See Civil Bights Congress) 
Virginia League for People's Education (See Communist 

Political Association) 
Voice of Freedom Committee 

Walt Whitman School of Social Science^ Newark, New Jersey 
Washington Bookshop Association 

Washington Committee to Defend the Bill of Bights 
Washington Committee for Democratic Action 
Washington Commonwealth Federation 
Washington Pension Union 

Wisconsin Conference on Social Legislation 
Workers Alliance (since April 1936) 
Worjkers Party, including Socialist Youth League 
Tiddisher ^ultur Farband 
Young Communist League 
Yugoslav^American Cooperative Home, Jncm 
Yugoslav Seamen ^s Club, Incm 
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OfEce IS/Unmandum • united sitiis government 



TO 



ROM I 



SVBJBCT 



Ur, Tol^on 



h, T» Harbo 




DATE: 3/11/54 



BUREAU ACTION OU REQUEST 

or SAC aovrREYj SA}i juan, 

ASSIGNMENT OF AS^UNTANT 
ON 




BAVmhOUHD: 



^^ '^~ ■■ - ■ "" " '' -l■l^l— II. I III " ' ■ N l H I U l X lll LL.^ 'riJ 



L 3j ^ 



\A^ 




In conascti^n mith an inaolu&d PrautL Against the 
Governnent *natter^ \ l et al^ 8AC Godj^rey^ 

San Juan, bj telephone on darch 6j 1964^ and by radiogra^r. 
Uaruh 6j 1954, furnished in/orrfiation regaraif.g a request nade 
by Special Assietant to \he Attorney General Icaiah Matlack 
/or assignment of ^ thoroughly capable accountant with considerable 
experience a3 a wiincss^ loho* would be able to st'..nd up under the 
nost severe cross '^exanijicti.n^ $AC Oodfr<.y aavised the only 
available accountant, Thonas J^ Vilkes, did not, in his oyinion^ 
meet the require:i^ents by reason of his lirfiited experience as a 
v>itncs$m Supervisor J* Cm Stokes coordinated the Jn/nrr.ation 
receiv'ed from Godfrey and prepared a memorandum, £ihns to Rosen, 
dated 3/8/54, and^reconmending that one of -three n^ed accountants 
be sent to San Juan for a period of approxiriajtely ^ree weeks to 
handle the particular inquiry desired by UatTac^ cfHJ to appear as an 
expert i^itness. Jhis recOfHuendution was approved, IrSt the Director 
in^^uired^ about why Vilkes was not qualified ^/tfei: ^S^^9 *^ ^f^^ Bureau 
seven years^ and also raised the question jas ^to/the^rograi^i of develop 
ing accountants .'A A separate neno has been p4 i bmif '^Si^ ' ^» ' ■ '^ ,Q,ftM$>Xk£^,r^^ 
ACTI Oil TAKEN: rt^^J^^. ' 157-. ^^f'O^^-^ / 3^ >^ 

as to qual ificati^ns -^^f^^^s nt ■ W ilkes.,^^.,. ..^ ; 

This inquiry/on the part of the D\re9t9^f^-^s^ -bean handle 
by separate mer^orandusij but in doing so the ^Trd^ning^and Inspecti 
Division found that, according to all recoris available at the 
Bureau, Wilkes is fully qualified as an occfuntaa* ^to^tofidl^^iUi 
types of Bureau cases' and tjiatifji^ has testified cSb^n^tfyerh'iiiii^ountan' 
and that SAG McSioairL had reported Wilkes r^aief^Si^irHi^t^bOre witne 
two inspection r ep 6? ti^ indicated Wilkes t^as fulTy^qaari^t^kir^' 



n\ 



u 



Explanations were^ requested frou all Inv^tigQtiV9::ilfivision 




cc: Ur. Glavin (Attm H. L. Edwards) ^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 
^Entire progran as to developing accountants will be subnittei^io- t 
l\^_SxecutJves Conference for caisiderci^ion Ucrch 16. 7l0xA^/y'^^ 



j:>^ 



\. 
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reports covering of/ice^ where Vilkes teas assigned tsere not 
checked to deternine whether Wilkes was fully qualified (4) What 
inquiry^ if any, was r.ia<ie to deternine the validity of -the 
conclusion of SAG Godfrey that Wilkes was not qualified. 



bb 
b7C 



Supervisor Stokes explained the\ lease is an irfuortcnt hi 

one, %hat it is a coi^pl-icated controversiisirifmter in which 'the 
Mureau has a considerab:ie investigative interest, that he did not 
check the personnel files or othar Bureau records regarding 
mikes qualifications, because of the opinivn expressed by Goafreu^ 
who was on the scene, had conj'erred with Special Assistant to the 
^^torney General Matlacfc us to qualifications reouired and i,hat the 
Bureau should -therefore follow the recoT.:xiendati:t'ns of Godfrey, 
Further, tha-t he was influenced to accep^t Godfrey's decision by 
reason of th^ fact Uilkss was recohnended for a letter of censure 
on Jarch 3, 19^4, for irr^properly handling'a JYaud Against the 
Government case, 

Sipervisors Wtllian J, Hurley and George W, Cha.pelear, 
who approved Stokes' nesvorandun, concurred in the coivnents of 
Supervisor Stokes, Section Chief C, A, Hvans said the action was 
taken under his direction and instructions and agreed with Stokes. 
Z.I ^^SoVintcrrowd said Jie concurred in ^he foregoing and added 
that while inspectors' re^^ arts indicated Wilkes had aopeared as an 
expert witness j the fact rerrMins that xhe \ \ case is an exceedingly 

involved one of great ma^nitude^ thai SAC^oEfrey has been fully 
cognisant of the case since its inception and that, in his opinion, 
lias fully qualified to nake recommendations in this matter. He 
said he went along with -:the recomuendati.m tn the interest of 
^R.%d}.tiXi.g,the inv<.stiga-:tivn and in the interest of handlin'c/ it 
properly. He said he had no reason .whatsoever to doubt the 
sincerity of Godfrey's rscom-viendations, 

CONCLUSTONS ! 

r/v7v.» , ■^' ^^^^^reau records, regarding the qualifications of 
llJ-l&s were not checked prior to submission of the recoumen^ati-^n 
that a man be sent to Sort, Juan on special assignment for approximately 
three-weeks' period, » *-*- , » 



A« ^ f/.-,v^' ^^^ the Bur eau records been checked it would have been 
iVtHi "^^-^^f* f*® ^^^^^^^^ «s /"i-iy qualified^ and it would have i>een 
necessary to have consulted with :^AP Godfrey regarding the basis for 
ills conclusion * ^ 
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3t Ao conclusion can he reached as to whether a man 
toould have been ^ent to San Juan if the eccplanationG had been 
secured fron ^pd/rey, tjsho is to cease duty March l'9j 19S4. 

Inspector i'ugent points out that the investigation vxis 
one deserving of immediate attention, inasnuch as there was 
barely enough tivie to complete the required work by the trial 
date. 

The Bureau has been put to the expense of sending an 
Agent on special assignnent ^6 San Juan to serve on per dier/i 
thrvughout this investigation. 

RECOmENVATIONS : 

1. Supervisor J. C.YstokeSj Investigative Division 
censure. /\ 



-"^^ ^ ^;;^ 



1^^^"' ^-TL 



2. Unit Chief Jfilliavi jNuurley censure. ^ 

3» Supervisor in Charge George H^^hChaipelear censure^ 



^-^v 




rk 



4m Section Chief Courtney A.A^Evans (Accounting and 
Fraud Section). ... .censure. ^ /^ 

5. E» Hugoy^interrowdj Divisfblal No. 2 Man censure. 



jj 



1' 

1di\ 



6# Assistant Dire^'tor A^JfMosen^.^^^nc actiorij inast/tuch 
as hiQ e:cplanatii>n has not b^cn obla^ined, because he is on 
sick leave. A tickler has been set up to obtain his explanation, 
/olloxoing lohich a recotmenda^ion will be submitted. 
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7» A letter go /"orth to SAC axisan Juan concerning 
inadequate justification for his conclusi/oti in this instance. 
This letter will help guide neto SAC Crosby. 



DUISr or ALL PlRSOmSL ATTACHSV EXCEPT TUO'^E OT EVAllS 
Ann WIHTEBfiOWDj miGB ARE MJiiADX lU i'EE MllECTOR 'S 

omcE* 
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^■>r':.r':^i 



'IfS?^?/'^ *' 'yWH ! 



UNII^lii^ 



TO « 



moM I 



SUBJBCT 



J. E. EDWARDS Q^ 



HAROLD JOSEPh GIBBOl^ 
Ant i ^Racketeering | 
Lahor ManaqeTnent 



'cM-r":-:^^ 




nTbM&:- SOCIAL AGtllT ACCOUrTAIvi'S 



'W ^^4 LQVJSM^ SI^GIAL AJL^SIGNMMT 



Invest 
the nc 

Accoun 
involv- 
cc o e * " 
ho.j so 
Accoun 
assic t 
and I<o 



: " ; The mentor o mljjm ^prorty 
i^nt i ve Divis io n:^ 1 1 -JCr' 

e4 for the' imne.dik^tcil?ia-s- 

tanti^ to the :.St- '^ • Lo u0, 

ing: IlaroJd Jv^e:ph^ a0J>o 

The menorani,- -?? 'nld^i^Kiri' 



r.:M£0\'^7interroxdd, /l/o, : i Man in thei 
np'B^e:ri':^ l^-c4, advisect of 

I oh^'^-^1^^ '"p/ ; ^ t i bnal Spe cial Agent \ 

i vi^r^Q-ri^- 1 o dB$i':St in . th cinvtsti action 
o, Anti'^RackeT'eer i nc J -Labor Mana cement 
iccts-s{'^ ifie': de strati lit % of ascertaining 
on- the Hoh.Qton J)iQi.ni:{ji^\mi':]ht:he able to ntJeci^e Special Agent 
tant Lero-» R. Ki^^^pairi^k^' St/*' Louis Divisionj :oho has been 
ing in :'.c Koiu^tvn' Biuiiion: q of the Brown ■. 

ot case ^ \ v./ 



Each of the follov^ii^g off ices igere telcuhonically instructed 
en }-arQh S^ lyc-i ^ to iir.mtdiatily send Special Agent Accountants to 
the St, Louis Division and teletype replies havt been received advis^ 
ing that the fclloioing Agentslmerre scheduled to report in St* Louis 
todau, Vnrch 3: . ' i ' '. ;.' ' . ' . ':* . ■' 

3AA W inert ^^mith _ __, 



Knoxville 
Little Rock 

Louisui lie 

Kans IS City 

Cine i nnat i 
J] 



SAA Frederick J, Af.onergar} 
SAA Vincent H.JIm 



SAA 
SAA 
SAA 
SAA 



immers 



Douglae ip^ Roderiokf 



SAA Myron E^it^ght 



t^ 




■'"."■" 


c»^ 






^ 
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r-^^4i. 
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ml ■ ■^"■ 
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SAC OT^ite^.^apa 0/ thf Houston Division advised that it wc^ 
r:>assihle ^o release ^peri<Uii£Ahent Accountant Lc^oy Ry KirkprMpick 
that eveninn'^i.J'arch S. Are ntl Kirk oatrick is schedulfd ta arrivt: in 

St. .. ': J .^^„,. _ _. .- , ,. ^„....^ ^ 

ifi a€^(^'ddfti5 



\f Vara 

mi 



^ o ^ - 

inteArbv)d 



. L'^'iis '^'f*'Vnr^ tkje .fan,rlv motninr 

and^ '}'ill arr ii^f ^^^^1^, Louis ^^t'-d^prq^ximatelf/li' ''*^'^*'^^^^l^p^^(ilt^ 
to 'dssv^e charge 0/ f he captifncf^^^H^v^Soigation* \J^ 3 ^ ^* 






* ■- Kt* 



^^M ^^-^4.^^'^ ' '^'^i>i.2i 



cc 



Jlj^E :aitc 






ement Untit) 




# 



% 



.The forcg'Qinri i^ suhniit.ed /or .your in/ormiion at 'tni^ 



't % rt€ • 
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' ^nn- - *S #*^ 




. /-I^Ah A/ 



ing 



aaaoer 
Vhitten, 
but a 



Mm(mAmitm fob m* 

MB4 

MB4 



-j-tsM ^otA^d 



BSt mmLim 



foism 
BmBBm^ 

BOSSff 
WlBfBB&mB 
SGATfSBMJ 




'/S-^nT7 



HMI w»Jii.jjii#j»i 
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a letter 4at€d S/0/f4 /rem Cangre$Bimn JHmte Xo 
^ie letter ma r^eM^^<( <^ the Bureau m 3/9/S4 
r^ly WQQ nei delipered\to Gengreeemn uhtttlsn unttl 
It te eb^ieuB tlmt -thiB matter did n 
pre^pt eittentitfU tHat it deeer^ed^ 



&t r$ceim 



It Qppea^e that t^o reply initially prepis^red to 
qengreB^n Shittei, arrived i^ Mr» Winterremdy ejffioe at 



lOiOa iji; Mar eh 15^m did 
office mttl Sgas m$ i^ieh 
tnail d^ldltne in Mr. Beat 
fer thi&i mail te leaee the 
mail tnd net emi te Mr. 



t arr^e in Mt. Beardmj^n^e 
B 1 heur 6 minutge a^ter i&e 
e etf^iee. It tern tpe Img 
eeti^atim JOiuietenJ and the 
man^e ef/iee in ti^e to xmet 



m 
o 



■n^ 






CZD 






the dea^line^ Mr. M^rdman eHeuld arrant te ^iBe^ntinue 
the prae^tiee ^f ret^uming mil te t&^ diuiBion[ cf origin 





01 < 

be en/m\eedi hmeeer^ an tmpertant deeument maf'^ed ^Speeial^ 
my be rmeeived ev4n after the deadline perted^ and M ne 
inetanem mill mail be returmd fer retyping erf redk^g when 
it traa reeeimd en a preper d^te bmi mteide ef Ht&4ea&ling 
ttoem &e eannet afferd te engage in the eastra we^k in^h. 
from inmBerimimte inetruetipne te re^te maii ^ *^ 



SJDMiJme 
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CD J -A: 




COMM ^ FBI 

MAR 2 5 1954 

MAUfOSl 







' .-1 



1954 

ESTISfillii % 






re da 
the 



Mr. SQ^tterday, by returning the dooument f§r 
ting without reading it QUbstantially inereaaed 
delay involved in thia inetanee* 



It ia neeeaaary that appropriate atepe be 
taken jto aee that all mail ia handled promptly ai^ 
that dpecial emphasia ia placed on the prompt handling 
of mail woeived from Congr^aauen. 

I Very truly youra, 

I ifo Edgar Ho©W5? 

! ij^ohn Edgar Boover 

I Biteotor 



- 8 



. t . . ^ *;;?« . .1* :-»j( 



m 



:^ 



Office 






TO I 



FROM I 



SDBJBCT 



SYNOPSI S: 



certain 



MoGrath 



the cas 
correct 
The ini 
several 
limited 



Mr* TolBon 



R. T. Hhrbo 




fim 



et 41 



NATIONAL BANKRUPTCY ACT r 
MAIL FRAUD 
ADMINISTRATIVE A^TItON 



\ion of \the Accoun 
bankruptcy case J 



San Antonio Office. Reports 



ntacted me 



persons 00 
revealed other weaknesses* 
file wi 



thout corre^ctive actii 
(now No. 1 Man to S^ 



Chappelear (Supervisor in cihq. 
e since Noiiember 16^1 . 
the weaknesses which 
tial report^ submitted 
weaknesses was prepp, 
experience^* Neithe\r 
any explanations fx>r the def 
the deficiencies should haVe 
ted out the\ case had 
No. 1 Man '^interrowd 



He poin 
of the 
Account 



ing and Fra 



Director Rosen. 

RECOMME NDA TIONS : 



1. 

recognil^e the we 
the Hon 
provide 
guidanc 



t 



3 ton and Sa: 
an inexperienced 
s and training. 



ud 



.y> 



Sect I on J 



Albert J.Y McGrath 



awTve 



sses in! the 



..„.^P 



.^1^ 
^^' 



1 



') 



• UNITED STATES! GOVERNMENT 






M. 



^^Jj/^ ^k I 'h. f/i J I i('^^ ' f^' 



During the inspect 
Section, it was found that \a 
had bee^n improperly handled by the {Houston Of]fice\ and the 



submitted failed 
re exhc^ustively i 
'hese reports wer 
n being taken by 
tion Chief C. A. 
rge - Accounting 
953 J and did \ not 
review of the 



DATE: 3/23/54 



TolsoQ J- 
L«dd™L 
Nichols L 
Belmoot'. 

Glavifi_L 
Harbo^ 
Rosea ^ 
Tracy _L 



Trott*" '^ _ 

»i«eb 6 „ 

T«|fb7C' 
HoIla».» — 
Uian Gandy . 



f^j}/'^' ^:;.^;f>-; 
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T 



ting\ and Fraud 
Bufile 49'-13701. 



to reflect that \ 

%terviewed and \ 

' initialed for the I 
Supervisor A* J. 

Evans). George W. \ 

Unit) has supervi sed '\ 

take action to \ 
e would have disclo sedi 

by the Houston oYfice which contained I 
iced by a Special Agent (a) having only 

Mr. McGrath nor Mr. Chappelear offered \ 
denotes disclosed. \Mr. Evans said 
been noted and corrective action taken. \ 
never been brought to \ the attention 



e fil 

on 0^ 



'general supervision over the 
nor to the attention of Assi stant 



• Censure fo r 
investigations 



n Antonioi Divisions and for 




nts 

Glavin (Attn- H. L. 



^D 



55 



his \failu re to 

conducted by 
hi s failu re to 



Speqial Agent Accountant \mith vroper 



Edwa rd s 




2. 

to detec 

of this 
Houston 
by that 



^ 



3. 

Section 
^9S3 and 



# 



% 



(^eorge Wi Mappelear • . . Censure }or his failure 
t the ahov0 \0ea}tne3$es after taking omr as svperuisar 
case and /qr his fail\ire to call the ^tte^ltion of the 

^ii^"^^ *^ *^^ ^^^<ieovacy of a S-week neport submitted 
ojfxce. , 



Courtney A.Vnvans > • . Censure, l^r^ 
Chief of the Recounting and Fraud Sect 
as such exercises sij^ervision over the 



• Evans has been 
ion since November 
se matters* 



4. 
action a 



No. 1 Man Earll B.yifin-terrowd . . . 

nee thia case never\($ane to hia attention. 



¥o administrative 



S, 



caae nevjr cdhe to hia attention. 



Mr,/Roaen . , , 



A'o administrative action since thi 






handling 



?it7.*iaZ°°r,ii'ii",ir'' "' "'"!'*"'' "» *" 



EVA,S A^f^f S ?y'l?S^i S;Sf '^ '"'""'■ '"'' '' 
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DETAiLSi 



Houston 



November 

Inspect(\r 

case 









A bankruptcy case^ \pufile 49^1S?01, Iwaa opened by the 
Division ptior to May\ 13, 1953. The case was supervised 



at the Bureau by Alp^ert J. Uc^rath from its iriception until 



8 



19533 dnd sinc e \t^hen by (reo^rgg^ 
I headed the ^" 
un ii 1 November 1953 and 



has been Chief of The Account 



$u 



by[ 



since that date 
ing and Fraud Sec 

bmitted by Rous to 



\Chappel ear. Fa rme r 
jwhich handled this 
Courtney 'A* Evans 



number of deficiem^ies principally concerned mith the failure 



to obtai 



that between 
unaccounted 



possession of the persons being i 
this is the fact one witness said 
$500 J DOC worth of li^erohandi^e was 
bankruptcy. No details were 

that tie subjects had Knowledge of various lo 

around Houston. If the i 
ng this allegatio 



sto red 

obtaineo 

them. 



concern I 
Representatives of the 



whether 



The firs t report 

] \a Special Agent (a) with only limited 



experience^ unaer date of August 7, 1953. Thi 



n or at least report 



all the information in the 

ng interviewed. \Illustrative of 



n warehouses 
any deta ils 



tion 



?!/ A. Evans ♦ he 



n was prepared 



s report has a 



$300,000 and 
for since contemplated 



reported. This same person alleged 

ts of merchandise 
ntervieioing Agent 



principal credii\or who stands to 
se furnish'ed a fi 



lose some $150,000 \ in this cd 

issued ty the bankrupt and dated only a few mo 

bankruptcy which tfyere is eve 

report does not disclose thdt 



A later report sut)m 



sets forth an interview with a public accounta 

^Hhe boohfs and records over to a member of the[ 



ry reason to beli 
inquiry was made 



n 



he failed to report 



nancial statement 
nths prior to 
eve is false. The 
to determine 



credit was ^extended bhsed on this statement. 



itted by the San 



Antonio Division 
nt. This man said 



The report does not 
records were turned 



he turned 

family 

books arid 

identity 

prepared 

mentione^d .above . The revort ^oes 

in this 

an y v)o rk 

records. 



the file 



of the pei^son involved. This public 
the financial statements furnished to 
• above. The revort does not indicate 
regard nor does it state that he was 
ing papers he might hhve prepared from 



Both of the above-^mentioned reports 
by SA(a) Albert J. McGrath without a 



over nor does it 



indicate he was questioned as to what 



he 

b7C 



reveal the 
accountant may have 

the creditor as 
he was questioned 
questioned as to 

the books and 



m 



were initialed for 
rmative action. 



m 
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arie report has been submitted by the Houston Office 
his case has been supervised by Supervisor in Charge 
W. Chappelear. This loas a S-week report which is considered 
incomplete since it does not set forth all of the investigation 
to be performed and does not contain a proper estimate of the 
required to complete the investigation. 



since t 

Geo rge 



time 



1 SA McGrath offered\ no explanation except he agreed the 
Houston'^ Office and the San Afftonio Office should have performed 
investigation as suggested in the case write-up. Mr. Chappelear 
agreed c^nd said he had supervised the case since November Idy 1953. 
Mr. Evans pointed out McGrath had many special assignments while 
he was handling this case but agreed this cask should have had 
more aggressive supervision dnd that the delinquencies should have 
been caiight. Mr. Evans also vointed out no memoranda were preparei 
case and that it never came to the •- - 



in this 



were prepared 
— ,« ^«-^^ w.r.*, (^.v,^ V „v »i.^vuf s^iMni.^^ uw u I i>^ attention of 
No. 1 ifcjin Yiinterrowd (who had general supervision over the 
Accounting and Fraud Section) nor to the attention of Assistant 
Directof Rosen. Mr. Winterrdwd agreed with Mr. Evans ^ comments 
and Assistant Director Rosen concurred. 



o 




~ Aug. I«0) 

or m BxrwiT 
A-24 
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PORT OF MEDICAL EXAMINATIO 



tj» 



WINTERROWD, E. HUGO 



4, H5Mt AODRe$$ (Ar*7?>d«r, »frefl( «f /ti'Z>, c*j or toww, «^«< t^tf JSt^) 



7.StX 



a^KACC 

White 



12. JDATi: or KRTH 

5-23-16 



K TOTAL YRS. COVT, $«VlCC 
MHJTARY I ClVttJAN 



SX nAC« OF caiTH 

Ft. ,Wayne IndianiL 



2.'^RAp& AND COMPOMCMT Oft PORTION 

SPECIAL AGENT 



S>. fV<«PO$e OF XXAMSWTION 

.ANNUAL 



19, OEfAXTMCNT, A^&Kr, CR.«£«V*C€ 



X KCNTiriCATION N(X 



6. CATI or fXAMlNATJON 



I U? ORGANIZATION WIT 



ti. NAME, «aATlON5Hl?. ANI> AODRESS OT NOCT OF KW 



15. tMMlNING f AOUTY C^ JEXAMINtfc ANI? AW?RES$ 

:NNMC-£ethesda 

17* *ATBmI^ 0» SPECIAtTY 



H. OTHtH JNf OJWATKW 



TIM£ IN THIS tA^AClTY* TOTAL 



OAMAL 






CUNICAl EVALUATION 

A8n0«;-[ ii,^heck e^^htitetn in appropriate coi" 
. M*t ttrnf*: ent^r **N. g/* it not «rafaste<f\ 







11 ttCAD. FACt N£CK. AND SCAL^ 



l».NOSt 






2t MOUTH ANp TMROAt 



iZ, *AR^*^NCRAL 1,»^^ ^-w;- .fa-- roMnd7n ' 



meutly vrndm Uemm 70 Mnd 7/) ' 






25» OPMtHALMOSC0?*lC 

■ri> Ki» i » M » . 1 ■UN I . m* ^ n ^f^, t ttmll 



II .1 «iiii»i^i ■ 

26. I»um5 iEonaHtM^ndretKtion) 



Z7. owuK MOTtuTY iir*rs:i/;;nS'' "^ 



28. UiN<SS AND 'Cwe5t ilnduie brems) 






A$a 



30. VASOdAl^ .SYSTtM < Vericoffftfe*. <fc^ 



JL APDOMCN AND VtSCtAA </wIy*« t*rato) 



?2. ANU$ AND ItECTU^ Ifj^Ill^y^^aig^ j 



J3. tNDQCRINC SYSTEM 



54, «-y SYSTEM 



J5, yffia^ txTRCMiTifs 



'<»S'tr*i»ff:A, r»tH7« •/ 



XfEtT 



- - lAST SIX MONTHS 

NOT£S.^P«^rih* ^v^tj abnormatity in <i«taiL {Enter pertinent item number tfefore «ac/i 



commeftt f r^^iftae in rt«m7^af >dan«_ »ff<fitior^af9>teei9 it rtece^sary,'^ 



?7. iOWE^tXTREMITtCS^^^;/::^^^,,,,,;^^ 



». 5PINC. OTH$R wysaitosKg^TAL 



W* KCNTfiPYlNO BODY MARKS^ SCARS. TATTOOS 



40l$K?N.LYMfHATJCS 



IM.1lll»I W I Hf l 

Females or^Jy 



amm^mm^^mttt ■!! ■»iMiiiiWMIi^i-«»i^Wii<*w^^^^*NWMi^^»'WW^Mii 



42, fSYCHlATRJC CSj>Wi' »*»i>*>w>iaZi f» A>nd«oi>> 



43.m.v«; 



O VAOINAL D ItCCTAL 



e? 



^1^ 44, PCNTAL iPla€€ tppr&priate iymiboU «6om or tdwa n-amber of v^pper ««4 Uwer ifeth, refp^ticety) r^^^ 



jCon tiny^ia i tern, 7S) 






1^ 






X r*Jt^iggfattf ^rtA 



JUptdcei ^p itniwrf 



i7tdv4i ^ut'rt^f^^ 



31 



30 29 Ze 27 26 



10 II 



X 

12 



13 



14 



!5 



^»-^ipstT is*-=<-=*=^ 



24 



23 22 
O 



20 



1$ 






REMARKS AND ADOITiONAL OCNTAL Jt>Ef£CTS AND 

W$£A$ES 



Type III 
Class 2 






uioftATOKY fiNomes 



45. VRINALYSIS: .S?i OR, 1 » 06 7T..„.„ 

i<Wi»»l*K H >i 1 «> H i » fiH>1MW>ii>iP*iWI> H iii< Jf *i* n-f W. I ■■' » ■■ l« r . - .ii W <|ili»i«*iiii* » Pii'<Mi 



AJUWMIN 

_ N 



SUGAR 

N 



48.CKG 



«^ri 



MJCROSCC^MC 

N 



4J.«UXO TYPE AND WH 

fACTO*^ 



4ft. CHe$T X^Y <^^w:«, tfa<<, j^^ft number, rcwcif) 

NEG (lit X 17) 



50. OTHE« TESTS 



sv ' j r ss re d 'r 



yyz-^ 






F£:tEl.l 2u^aJ :f miSTilifl: 




;V»^238S^} 



MCASORCMOITS ANO OTKEK fMOtNCS 



51. HCBtHT 



181|. 



Brown 



57. KjOOO r*tSSU« (Xrw «< he^rt fcr«0 



^JTTINC 



$Y1 1 



ws. 89 



itecuM- 

•jTENT 



$«. 



WA$. 



51 



OWTANT VISION 



RK^WTZO/ .100 CORitTOa>/ g^ 



urrao/ 70 COM.T020/ ZO 



62. HtTEJlorHORlA; 



STANDlMfi 






CMS. 



S4. OOUM tYC$ 

Brown 



^ 



r-1 



^ 



1^ 



55r«jiLp, 

$UNDO^ MCOIUM K£AVY 0&£^ 

o KJ a a 



58. fULSt Mr»i «< A«art AfwO 



56. UMf. 

normal 



SITTING 

92 



Afnntxtnast 



ftAwJifxtiK 



RtCUMWENT 



60. 



ItEfftACTJON 



• ■■Ml I ^^^^^|^^B«. 

»Y Lens ^ 



ex 



»Y Lens s. 



<x 



61. 



ArrCIt STANDING 
IMIN. 



NEAA VISION 



<»RltTO 



«Y 



|«WM Mna^Mi** 



CORfcTO 



«Y 



IX^ 



R.H. 



UK 



rftiSM fciv. 



rwsMCONV, 



w> 



♦3. ACCOM MODATKDN 




64. COLO)^ VISION ( TMf werf ««tf re««ff) 


65. x>enH fEftccniON 

(Te««v««4«n^iCorO 


JirNCOlU«:CT£p 


wwr urr 


A0(? I9I1O Normal 


COWtECTtD 


66. ritLD OF VISION 


67, NWHT VISION (r«i »«<f tud Kore) 


61I^)LCNS 


6d, INTRAOCULAR TENSION 


70. HEAWNG , 


7U AUDIOMCTM 


72. nYCHOLOaiCAL AND fSYCHOMOTOft iTeaC$ used g%4 Kcre) 


W<WTWV15 7»5$V 15^5 
JLWTWV 15 A$$V JL5'^5 




3S0 

ase 


wo 


1000 


aooo 

9049 


«)00 

M89a 


4000 

4dM 


1 «000 






ftlGHT 










^^ 


1 






UfT 










^^ 




l- 






7J. NOTES iCwtmtuii AND SlCNIf K 


::antcw^i 


NTtftVA 


4.W»T0] 


ftY 












- 







PA, LAT CHEST: k-9-$k 

The chest is within normal limits. 



J* W* FRIES, LT MCUSN 



(Vie nddtknet nh€€t$«ft>UH %>apef ifMceas^rf) 



74. SUMMARY Of OCfECrs AND CKAGNOSCS ilM 4iaQWi8t9 wifA Uty\ iL%ihber») 



75. RECOMM£N0ATlONS-f URTHCft SfCCUUST tXAMtNATlONS WDlCATEO iSj>tdfty 


76. 


fMYStCAtfftOFat 




t 


JU 


X, 


H 


€ 


S 

















77, txAMrwct <C&«ct) 

g g^^ouALiftforoft 3 trenuous physical exertion and use of 

7U W NOT OUALtfftD. USt OlsiuA&7lfc;^£t?9ytrCM NUMKR - - - -^ 



^KYSICAUCATECORY 



» C 



t 



79. TYIt& Oft fRlNTED NAMEjOf rMYSlCIAN 



SI^NATUIX 

, , .3,/ R, D. Has 



60. TYPED Oft tWNTtt NAMjt Of ^HYSICUN 



Sl«NATUIt£ 



tU TYPED Oft fftlNTEO NAM^Of D£NT($T Oft fHYSlClAN UfiikaU which) 



S14NATUM 



s/ A. T, Smith 



$2. TYPED Oft PRINTED NAM t Of REVIEWING Off JCEft Oft APPROVING AUTHORITY 



SJGNATWftf 



t 



dVe^MEl^T «(INT(N<J OertCt 1 195?-'0-4434t » U-* ♦22S*- 1 



^ 



NUMBER Of AT' 
TACHEO SHEETS 



■ t ^ 

ATTACHMENT TO STANDAED FORM 88 
(Revised July 21, 1952) 

Report r of Medical Examination 

FOR INFORMATION AMD GUIDANCE OF MEDICAL EXAMINER; - 

The following portions of the attached examination; report form ne«d 
not be completed: 

2 67 

3 68 
11 69 

34- 71 (unless other 
17 examination Indl- 

62 cates desirable) 

65 72 

Item 4-8, the electrocardiogram, Is not required unless the 
exajBalnee Is over 35 years of age or unless other examination Indicates 
such Is desirable. 

If the examinee Is an applicant, the Chest X ray and blood 
type and Rh factor (Items ^6 and ^19) are not necessary xmless the 
f acllltles ;for affording same are readily available to the examiner. 

: F0R all EXAMINEES, WHETHER CLERICAL OR SPECIAL AGENT APPLICANTS . OR 
EMPLOYEES; 

The medical examiner should answer the following question: 

Examinee L^ ^__ qualified for strenuous physical 

(is or is not) 
exertion. (Designate which) 

FOR ALL MALE EMPLOYEES OR APPLICANTS ; 

The medical examiner is requested to answer the following: 

Does examinee have any defects restricting or prohibiting his 
participation in defensive tactics and dangerous assignments which might 
entail the practical use of firearms? 

4^- . 

If answer is "yes" please specify, 

IT IS. ESSENTIAL THAT ALL STATEMENTS IN ITEMS 59. 61. U Am 70 PERTAINING 
TO VISUAL 'ACUITY. COLOR VISION AND HEARING BE COMPLETED IN DETAIL . 

(Signature of Medical Examiner) ~ 

— y- f' n, . 



<^> 



-./v'^r'^'5 -^''3 



** 



* t 



w 



p 



Uav U, 19S4 



PERSONAL A!fD COl 



, 
Mr^ S^ tlvgo Winierrersd 
Tederal ^ureav pf Tnv$9HgaHon 
Tashingion^ !?^ C^ , 



Sear l/r* ^interroicdt 



A careful reuietj) and anaXyeis hae been nade of the 
es:pjanaiicne eubnitUd for ihe e^cessivd delay in handling a 
menorandun and correspondence to the Attorr^ey General re- 
garding ike 0UbJeci of tecaped Federal Prinonere^ and you 
are coneidered to have been derelict in your failure to 
properltf follow upon Hhe handling of this iten to insure 
ite expediting^ Xt is noted that you held a conference miih 
certain of your subordinates at appro:cinately lltCO a*B» on 
l^ay 4, 19S4^ at which tivte you issued instructions regarding 
the handling of the inatter* However^ the finished product ^ 
did not reach the office of the Assistant to the Director 
until two days later^ It appears that the delay ms occasioned 
by the tact that the utenorandum ttas revised twice and the out-- 
going correspondence was retyped four times ^ This is absolutely 
inexcusable and reflects most unsatisfactory administfation SSH ;^ 
your part. 



< 



xt t^ill be absolutely necessary for you to takb^Am^ ^^ 
mediate steps to correct the existing procedures so that in [z '^ 
the future delays such as this will not oocur^ /.^ ^. H i ,^ /, 



7ery truly yours^ 



xjn* 



toUoa w, 



m i 



V 



J. Xdgar Sbovef 



s^^- 



•/?/■ 



cc - ifr* J^oaen (Per30T?a!lHii>jbtenticn) 



John Sdiar It&ld^j^.M X4 'm^ 












y^f 



JAY1,31954 



yr\r 




^ 
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AIERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGAT^ _ 
D STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



REPORT OF PERFORMANCE RATING 





Name of Employee: E. Hugo Winter rovd 



rt)a85 




Where Assigned: Investigative Divisio n 

(Division) 

Payroll Title: Special Agent 



No. One Man 



(Section, Unit) 



Rating Period: from itZlZSi 



to 3/31/?^ 



ADJECTIVE RATING 



Satisfactory 



Outstanding, Satisfactory^ Unsatisfactory 



Rated by: 
Reviewed by: 

Rating approv 



Signature 



*f^r±Z!X 



Signature 



Title 

AssibtaDi Plrector. 
Federal )Bttre»« oi iDiTestte*tlo» 



Employee's 

Initials 

em 



Assistant Direct o r 3/31/5^ 
Title Date 




Date 
Date 



lyaie 

MM 25 1954 



(X) Official 
C^ ) Annual 



TYPE0FREP0RT^t5C^' ^IJ^yii^^J^'-^jft^ 

-i .F'> 1 



4 istai 



2t 



^ '. r ■' 1 ""-I 
( ) Administrative f ' ' ' 

( ) eolday" • ' ; 

( ) Transfer .. 1 ,iMAY 26 l-^ ' i 

( ) Sepafattbii from service . ' '?iy " 

( ) spwJaT'"^ '■ .\.;vi/'^^ 



^ 




NARRATIVE CQMMENTS 



N< 'tr' 



I1i^' rt'jiuLaion?t rt-quirc tliM OUTSTANDING r«tngs be supportrd by » *uterfte;it i; 
\SVK<'r.ni<i riv KKASONS^^vonMct^rifij: e»t-h wtn-thv of SKEl'IAt (X)MMKN 



f 



in wrttiti>i *<rttmg forth IN DCTAII, iW jitTformafKV IN RV'FkY 
OMMKNUAtrON, 



lHCK)day) PRIOR WARNIMI jinci <;0 th<«f^)rt$ m»cW,AFliEK THE WARNING TX) HEU*tb^ (-mi^ov*-^ bnn>{ 1^5 ivrformiirH'*' ui> lu * 



I './I 



igBisg;j?r;' 



FD-X85A 



t 



RFORMANGE RATING GUIDE 
FOR INVESTIGATIVE PERSONNEL 

(For use «* »tucht3cwttt to PcTform*nce Radn^ Form K<x FI>-185) 



N.«* of E„>pt^ B' H^go winter rova 



-T-.>L Special Agent 

. . .^ . Vl/53 3/31/5^ 

R«tu()^ Period: from - to.,.j„.i. 



'KATING GUIPE AND CHECK-UST 

Only those items h*vmg pertinent fceanng on err^ployee'* perfcvmance *houW be r»ted All employees in «ame saUry gritcle shoM be conapared 

Rate items »s Mk>w$: 

Outstanding (excee<Kn^ excelknt and <iescrving specUI commendat^). » 

Satx$£»ctory (ranging from good t6 excdilent but iv>t sufficient f^ rate outstandisig). 

Unsatisfactory. * 

Ko Of^ortunity to apprise performance during rating period 
Guide for determimng* adjective rating: f 

An X>utstandir^ rating cannot U iusttf ted ynfess aa etement5 rated are *plu$', and in addftton, of course, sipport&^g comments mM compTy with the reouirefwrt^ 

E ^ as -^ttsfac!^^ -UnStisfactoiy ' r attn«$>f e concerned, ft H inwssit^ to provide a rrjdwtcaf formytj for <»W4ingthe va^ 'p^uj% jf^|^!jSf^tI*hJ^ 
marks because such wouW presume ecjual wei^ for ^ eJerrw^ts rated. Good judgment must U *J^c»sed .^j;**^)^ that t)r^ *$^iJ /^^f Si^S^BS^^ 
ItgM «* the elements rated. Air minus nwks must t»e supported by narrative detart. ^n/i of .course* all 'Vnsattstactpfy' rattngs^ must comply with the f eoutrements *% 
set out on the reverse of form fO-JSSt 





.^.l^i 



-V^i. <1) Personal appearance. 

^i^ (2) Personality and effectiveness of hss personal contacts. 

,„.'F: <3) Attitude (including dependaHKty, co<^perativene$s^ Joyalty, 

enthusiasm, amenability ana willingness to equitawy 

^re work load). 
^1/^.. (4) Physical frtness (including health, energy, sUtxuna). 

(5) Resourcefalness and ingenuity, 

(6) Forcefubess and aggressiveness as re<|aireA 

(7) Judgment including common sense^ i^:ility to arrive at proper 
conclusions; abil^ to de^ne obj<itives. 

(8) Initiative and the uhjn^ of appropriate action on own 
^ responsibility, 

„ ><^ (9) Planning *bil^ atnd its application to the wort 

•J^^(10) Accuracy -and attentiott to pertinent dctaiJL 

^jfc-.(n> Industry, including energetic consistent appJication to duties. 

w -f", (12) Productivity, including atnocs^ of acceptable work produced 
and rate of progress on or comjdetion of asslgnmettts. Also 
consider adherence to deadlines unJess failure to meet is 
attritrt^table to causes beyond employee's control, 

. n l< (}^) Knowledge oi duties. instruct^Mis, rules and regulations, in- 
cluding readiness of comprehension and Tcnow hoV of 
^ application^ 

«>.U^rjp.4) Tediniical or tnedwycucal skills. 

u I *^ (15) Investigative ability atnd results: -« 

- - - - (a^ Internal security cases 
«««. (b) CruninaJ or general investigative case* 
.-i,^. (c> Furtive cases 
—— \d) Applicant cases 
^^^^^ («) Accounting cases 

-J2— (16) Phy«cal surveillance ability. 



(X7)rxrearmsajt«,Uty, 
__ (16) Develc^pment of informants and so^ces d iniormation. 

^, U<C(19) Reporting ab^ , 

J^ (a) Investigative reports 
i^^A)Surnmary reports ' 

' Ji^(c) Memos, letters, wires 

(<>>n$tien.----co»cisettes$; -i-- clarity:---, organization; 
-— .*. thoroug^m^ -^accuracy;— adequacy and perti* 
ne«(cy of Ufd^ i^^admlnsstr^ve detail) 
^^Q^ - (20) Performance *s it wtotss. 
^ (21) &c^eutive a^tjfj 
,.^^(a\ JLcadership 
Ji^fb) Abil^ to handle personnel . 
J^W PUnnjaitg 
ji^Cd) Making deacons 
.t<^(e; 'Assignment of work . 
J^<f 1 Training subordinates - 
,*^(g) Devi«ng procedures 
.*<^( ^> Emotional staUBty 
j«i^i > JVomoting high morale 
^jkiT;) Getting results 



(22) Ability on raicb and dangerous assjgttfnents: 
,-^ (a) At leader 
y/^ .,mmm (b) As paTticipant 

*^ (23) Organwatiwial interest «db *$ making of suggestions for 
^^ improvemwil 

. ..t/^ (24) Ability to work ViXn^/tt pressure. 

, ■ (25) Mi^Haneous, Spedfy ax^ rat^ 

U^ IMctation aHhty 



_ Automobile driving ability 



A* Specify general nature ^fas^gnmen^d^ru^ most of rating p^^ 
tor, etc): - 



assignment durmg most of rating penod (sud^ *s security. cnminai,^w>nca«t squad, or as resident Agent, supervisor, m^i 

upervisor In charge of Criminal Matters (Number One Man of 

the -Division) 



icanjt squad pr_.as r^ident 



rvisor, instruc' 



& Specify employee^ most noteworthy special ule;cAs (stK^ a$ inve^igator. desk man, researdh, instructor, ^>eaker); 

Desk Man - Administrator . 



C (1) Is employee available for general assignment wherever needs of service rcquixe?, JCfiJSCtf answer is not yes', expWo* in narrative comri^enti) 
(2) Is employee available for «^eoal assignment wherever needs of .sendee re<5fuir«^> ^^jQS^i answer is !«* y^\ explain in narrative coaunents.) 

D. Has employee had any abnormal *ick leave record durmg rating period' J12L (If so, explain in narrative comments.) 



ADJECTIVE RATING :, 



f^fit\ sf actorv 



Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 



t 



ANNUAL PERFORMANCE RATING 
April 1, 1953 - March 31, 195^ 

E. HUGO WINTERROWD 

NUMBER ONE MAN 

CRIMINAL SECTION AND ACCOUNTING 

AND FRAUD SECTION 
INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 
EOD BUREAU 7/15AO 

Winterrowd has been assigned to the Investigative 
Division as Number One Man since September. 1951* As such he 
has under his supervision the Criminal Section and the Accounting 
and Fraud Section of- the Investigative Division, In this 
assignment, he has done an excellent Job, being attentive 
to detail, enthusiastic, earnest and desirous of properly 
carrying out his assignments* Much voluntary overtime has been 
put in by him and he has handled his assignment in a most 
commendable manner. He is loyal, sincere and always attempts 
to do a good job. It is noted that he received, a nimber of 
letters of censure during the rating period, in connection with 
matters under his direct supervision, relating to the handling 
of Fraud Against the Government matters, and the -handling of 
accounting matters. He has also been commended during the 
rating period for having performed good work. 

In the light of the above, I believe that his willing- 
ness and zeal, his desire to perform his tasks properly, are 
worthy of the adjective rating which is given herein. I believe 
that he will continue to attempt to perform his functions in a 
commendable maimer. 



Satisfactory 



Adjective Rating 



Employee's 
Initials 



•• 



S. M, WINTERROWD 
A. HOSEH 



6/23M 



As a result of tho recent survey conducted by the 
Training and Inspection Division of the Accounting and Traud 
Section, it has been reported that three Agents being utilized 
as Supervisors in this Section do not shov promise for 
advancement and lack the ability to aggressively carry out 
their supervisory assignments, thus necessitatiiig their 
transfers. This situation should have readily been detected 
by you rather than having the Training and Inspection Division 
do it for you. 

The last efficiency ratings submitted by the Accounting 
and Fraud Section, vhich is directly under your supervision, 
did not reflect delinquencies as noted by the Training and 
Inspection Division, and inasmuch as this is directly under your 
supervision, I am holding you responsible to detect other situations 
which you have not detected in the past and which have developed 
iinder your immediate control. 7ou must take steps to detect az^ 
such delinquencies. 



ARjyy 



cc -^VQoxmel file 
■E. H. Winterr,owd 



y 



f 



BcuittAn ,M^ 
Nicfcols,.,,^ 

Mrthf , ,, , 

Par «rtn-« ■_.^ j_^ 

Tamm ^ -^ 

"Viwerrowd ^^ 
Tek. Room ^ 









S*^~-=-».*^-i»-**B'^-»'- 






J „Si3i:"5ijMS=^~«arJ»i^' 



^ 






» 1 ^ nT* 

i 



% 



Ur. Tolaon 

R^ T., JJarho 



Q/n/54 



SURVEY or ACCOmtTING AND FRAVD SECTION 

inyestjoAtive division 



SYNOPSIS 



Inquiry conduoieii by Inspectors B.C. 
Stein in pursuance with Director's i 



Van Pelt, B. (?♦ Brawn 
and 0. W. Stein in pursuance with Director's instructions following 
weaknesses discovered in the handling of the case eniitled, 
^'ffintah and White River Bands of Ute Indians vs. United States, 
Court of Claims No. 45751, Court of Claims.^^ 



and. 



OPERATIONS ^ 

' Section established November, 1953^ to consolidate 

Acccunting Unit, Bribery and Fraud Unit^ and Selective Service 
Veterans Administration Unit and effect closer coordination of 
related violations. Has estimated 12^500 cases pending in 34 
classifications, principally in Accounting, Anti^trust, Civil, ' 
Fraud and Selective Servid'e categories. Headed by Section Chief 
Courtney A. Evans, assi^sted by #2 Man A. J. UcGrath and three Super-- 
visors^in-^Charge, (l) Of Jf* Chappelear of the Accounting Unit, which 
has six supervisors, (2) V. J. Hurle V of the Bribery and Fraud Unit . 
which has eight supervisors, and (3j \ 
Service and Veterans Administration unit, wntcn 



b6 



of the Selective 
nas five supervisors. 



Prior survey in March, 1954, made by Inspector J. S^ Nugent 
at which time all pending accounting investigations were reviewed and 
recommendations made for improved operations. Current survey shows 
history of six unfavorable incidents in past si;X months involving lax 
supervision reflecting upon the administration of the Section. 
Administrative .organisation of Section found to be generally sound, 
and the weaknesses in the above-mentioned cases appear to be the 
result of human failings to the extent that a change of leadership 
and more aggressive supervision seem, warranted. 



Attachments 
HCVPzdb 



cc 




Ros en 

Boardman 

Uohr (Attnt H. L. Edwards) 

Sispd, 



ccz SOa Personnel Filest 
L.A.Baker 
P.C.Callis 
H. it. Cleg g 
A.Corne]^ius,Jr. 
C.J.Jiordn 
J. H. Carlson 



0* W, chappelear, Jr^ 



XJi^STmmerrowd 



A, Rosen 



•if 



% 



During current survey all available supervisory personnel 
of Section^ except two Agents supervising Selective Service inves^ 
tigations, were interviewed and results made matter of record in 
their personnel files^ Procedures set uj> in the Section in pursuance 
with the Director's instructions following inspector Nugent 's survey 
in March 1954, concerning ^he centralized control of accountants 
and accounting functions, were found to be satisfactory. Voluntary 
overtime for May 19S4 averaged 8 hours 13 minutes and ijoas found to 
be equitably distributed. She six unfavorable incidents which 
occurred during the past six months are: 

YjJ In November 19S3 the Section prepared a memorandum for 

the Attorney General to enable him to publicly answer an attack 
against the Bureau in connection with the Obstruction of Justice - 
Bribery - Conspiracy investigation regarding Eugene Smaldone, et al. 
The memorandum did'not fully set forth pertinent information depicting 
-^the important and valuable work performed by the Bureau in this 
investigation although the facts went to the very heart of the 
memorandum to the Attorney Generals Administrative action taken 
resulted in censure for Section Chief Evans, 12/8/S3* 

(2) In February 1954 serious inadequacies; and weaknesses were 

disclosed on the part of the Houston Office and the .Accounting and 
fraud Section in connection with a fraud Against the Government case 
involving £rown and Root^ Adminisi^rative action taken resuli^ed in ^^ 
censure for Assistant JDirector Rosen and Division No^ One Man ^^^^ 

snnterrowd, censure an^ probation for Section Chief Evans and 
f^np^rvisor in Charge Surleu. Cens ure, probation and transfer for 



Supervisor 



as well as action concerning the field 



(3) In March 1954 it was determined that the Houston and San 
Antonio Offices and 'the Accounting and Fraud Section had improperly 
handled a .National Bankruptcy Act - Mail Fr<^ud case involving one 
Mike Yitemb. Reports submitted failed to reflect complete and 
exhaustive interviews, and other weaknesses^ Administrative action be 
resulted in censure for Section Chief Svans, Section No. One Man ^^c . 

.McGrath and Supervisor in Charge Chappelear. 

f ■ ■ ' 

t 

(4) In March 1954 the Accounting and Fraud. Section at the 
suggestion of ^he SAC at San Juan recommended sending a Special 
Agent Accountant to San Juan on special assignment in connection 
ml±lL^a Fraud Against the Government case involving | 

et al. The Section was not in possession of all the facts 
is case to the effect that a qualified accountant was assigned 
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to the San Juan Office already when the recommendation 4cas made. 
This resulted in needless expense to the Bureau. Administrative 
action taken resulted in censure for Supervisor J. C. Stokes, 



>«■ ' 



Supervisors in Charge Hurley and Chappelear, Section Chief Evans, 
Division Ji/o* One Man Winierrowd and Assistant Director Rosen^ 

(5) :0n 3/3/S4 SAC Uilnes of St^ Zouis was censured and 
placed on probation as a result of his deficiencies in handling 
the Harold Joseph Gibbons, Antirabtceteering, Labor Management 
Relations Act cose* Although no disciplinary action was taken 
against Seat of Government ;personnel in this case, nbhe director 
and Mr^ Tolson commented that ^^This matter has not been vigorously 
handled, either at the Seat of Government or at St. Louis^^' 

Jt was supervised in the Accounting and Fraud Sectipn. 

(6) This unfavorable incident involves the following case 
wherein administrative action has not yet beentaHen^ 



OHR'ONOLOOr OF HSVELOPUENTS IN 
INSTANT COURT OF CLAIMS CASE 

On 3/$/5h9 Bureau nemorandun ^ent .Salt Xake City trans-- 
nitting copies of memorandum received from Deputy Attorney General 
WiXlian ?♦ Rogers requesting audit of records of Uintah Irrigation 
Project^ Ft* Duchesne, Uiahj in civil suit against United States 
by two Ute Indian tribes alleging misuse of tribal funds in 
irrigation projects The Bureau ^s nenorandun indicated tentative 
trial date of 6/2l/3hj instructed that inquiry be made and report j 
jsubnitted by ^/2h/^k* Report of Special Agent Accountant (SAA) 
Leverette A. Baker 3/22/5h received 3/2k/Sh showing investigative 
period of five days, describing records available and setting 
out leads for audit at Salt Lake Oity* Second report of SAA Baker 
k/2l/^k received k/^3f^h ehowing investigative period of two days 
and estimating at least ^0 working days required to complete 
audita Third report of SAA Baker 5/2Q/5k received 6/l/5h showing 
"investigative period of six days and again estimating a* least 
^0 working days required to completes audita 

Salt Lake City airtel j^/2j/^h olso received 6/l/5k 
indicating improbable that audit could be completed by 6/21/$k^ 
.Bureau airtel 6/$/5k ^ent Salt Lake City advising investigation 
must be completed by 6/2l/^kj requesting airtel explanation for 
delay and plans for completion of investigation by 6/2l/^h* 
Airtel reply 6/5/$h received 6/7/Sh containing request for four 
additional accountante^ Bureau teletype ,sent Salt Lake City 
^/9/5h requesting explanations and rjs commendations regarding 
administrative action^ 

Explanations received from Salt Lake City show (l) SAA 
Baker ^s report h/2l/5h should have contained investigative period 
of h/2-l6/3hi (2) Sis report 5/£8/5k should have contained 
investigative period of h/lS-SS^ 5/3^7 and l€''2l/^kj O) Besponsi-^ 
bility for failure to set forth the correct investigative periods 
could not be resolved because the reports^ were prepared from rough 
drafts which have been since destroyed^ (k) Case jwas under direct 
supervision of SAO Cornelius^ who diverted SAA Baker from this 
assignment to participate in self-^inspection of Salt Lake City 
Office 5/l0-^Ih/3hs ond (5) SAA Baker found additional records 
BfZl/5k ^nd determined on that date that his prior estimate 
of 30 working days to complete the audit was inaccurate^ ASAC Clegg 
advisedj in SAC Cornelius^ absence, "ilTo administrative action is 
recommended f^' Although specifically requested ^o advise as to 
the exact investigative periods of SAA Baker ^s above-^two reports j 
ASAC Clegg failed to Qlearly set forth such information and it 
was necessary to place a long distance telephone call to him to 
obtain same* 



% 



WE J^U ESSES OBSERVED 



FIELD : 

(X) Special Agent Accountant Zeveretie A^ Baker f***»(a) FaiJitre 
to take action fron 3/21 until 3/27/3h "^-^ notifying Bureau the 
investigation could not be opnpleted by 6/21/^U, after ^he found 
additional records 3/2l/.5h and determined that his prior estimate 
of 30 days work remaining to be completed was inaccurate^ (b) Then 
informing the Bureau by airtel 3/27/3k instead of using itiore 
expeditious means of communications and (c) Subsequently advising 
the Bureau hy airtel W5/5h instead of utilising faster 'communis 
cation that four additional accountants would be nsquired* 

(2) Relief Supervisor \ \ <,*.*^, Approved the 6/5/5k 
airtel instead of Jising more expeditious means of communication in 
informing the Bureau that four additional accountants were needed 
to complete instant investigation, 

(3) ASAG Beber It, Glegg ,(a) Approved the 3/27/3k airtel 

instead of utilising more expeditious means of communication m 
notifying the Bureau that it appeared imprcbable instant investi- 
gation could "be completed and a report submitted by 6/21/3UJ 

(b) Failed to clearly advise the Bureau of exact investigative 
dates of SAA Baker's reports of h/21 and S/2B/5k os telephonically 
instructed by Inspector Tan Pelt 6/lO/Sh and, thus, put Bureau 
to unnecessary expense of another call to obtain such information; 
and (c) Jailed to recognise above weaknesses attributable to 
Salt Lake City's personnel and recommend administrative action* 

(h) SAG Arthur Gornelius, Jr.,,. ... . . f.o^ .Removing SAA Baker from 

instant investigation 3/l0-lh/3h *o assist in self-inspection of 
Salt Lake Gity Office, and (b) Failure to sufficiently impress 
upon personnel of Salt Lake Gity Office the necessity of correctly 
setting forth investigative periods of reports and the importance 
of expeditiously notifying the Bureau of developments arising 
precluding the meeting of deadlines, and (c) -Failure to sufficiently 
imoress upon ASAG Plegg the necessity for furnishing complete 
information to the Bureau, and to recognise personnel joeaknesses 
and make .pertinent recommendations concerning administrative action, 

SEA T OF aOVERimENT : 

(1) Supervisor Ghris-topher James Moran, »,<,*, Failure to initiate 
sufficient and vigorous inquiry of Salt Lake Gity Office upon 
receipt of SAA Baker's report of k/21/3k *o ascertain attention 
being afforded instant investigation, ' 

(2) Supervisor John Howard Oar2$on ^ (a) Prepared airtel ^o 

3ali^ Lake City 6/^/^h instead of using more expeditious means 0/ 
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con^un<oa*ion in inoiruotiTig thai the investigation be QOmp^eted 
and a report be ^ubrn,itted by 6/2l/^k^ ^^d (b) Failed to notify 
Section Chief Evans of thi^ .situation as he had been instructed 
to :do in natters of this type^ 

(^) Supervisor in Charge George W-^ Chappelear^ Jr^^\,^^^. Failed to 
initiate sufficient and t;igorous inquiry of Salt lal^e Cii;y upon 
reoeipt of SA^.'iBaker^s report of\k/21/5h to ascertain attention 
being afforded instant investigationj (b) Approved airtel to 
Salt LaTxe City 6/$/5h instead of using viore expeditious neans of 
covmunioation in instructing that investigation be conpleted and a 
report be submitted by 6/2l/5kj and (cj Failed -to notify Section 
Chief Evans of this sitmti.on as he 'had been in,structed to do in 
natters of this type^ '(decent prior history .shovs (a) i^as censured 
3/ljS/3k for failure t^ properly analyse request of SAC at San Juan 
for sisrvices of fully qualified accountant to be sent San Juan 
Office on special assignment for three wee)^; it U)as deternined that 
San Juan had such tin accountant assigned to the office at the tivie 
the request mas approved by Chappelearj and (b) was censured ' ^ ^.^ 
9/^l/^Ii .for failure to detect and correct weaknesses in the case ^n- b? 
titled I \ et aJ, National BanT^ruptcy Act Mail FraudH^i' 

(if.) Section Chief CoUrtney A* Evan$.^\.^ ^^(a) Wealcnes^es described 
.above attributable to personnel of his Section ^and (Jf} failure 
to follow through to insure that teletype requesting explanation 
fron Salt Lahe City was sent 6/8 instead of 6/9/5h^ (Recent 
prior history shows (a) was censured 22/6/^3 for having approved a 
memorandum to the Attorney General prepared by a Supervisor under 
his his over-all supervision which did not fully set forth 
pertinent information depicting the value of work [performed by 
the Bureau in the investigation concerning Eugene Smaldoncj et alj 
^&e purpose of said memorandum was to provide the Attorney General 
With material with which to answer a criticism of the Department 
and the Bureau^ (h) was censured and plaqed on probation 2/2lir-6/k/5h 
because of failure to supervise properly the fraud against the 
Government case p:ertaining to Brown :and Rooti, (c) was censured , 
^/^l/5k f,^'^ ^niiHTA to detect and correct weaknesses in the case 
entitled ] I et alj N,ational' Bankruptcy Act, Mail Fraudy^^ 

and (d) was censured 3/l6/$h for failure to properly analyse ' 
request of SAG at San Juan fir services of fully qualified 
accountant to be sent San Juan Office on :3p.ecial assignment for 
three weeks J it was deternined the San Juan Office had such an 
accountant assigned to the office at the time the request was 
approved by Evans )^ 

(5) ,I)ivision JIo. 1 Man E^ M. 17interrowd,^^^.*(a) Wearinesses 
described abdve attributable to personnel under his control^ 
(b) Failure to follow ^^hrough to insure that teletype requesting 
eccplanat ion from Salt Zake Sity was sent 6/ B instead of 6/$/5k^ ond 
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(:c) La'tter ca^e is the s'ixth in the past six vtonths involving 
lax supervision reflectiny uppri the administration of the 
Accounting and Proud Section and it appears Winterroujd has not 
taken effective action to insure the proper functioning of "the 
Section^, 

(6) Assistant Diredor A^ Rosen^,*. ^.^^(a) Weaknesses described 
above attributable to personnel under ht$ control^ and (b) Latter 
case is the sixth in thje past six months involving lax supervision: 
reflecting upon th^ adninistration of the Accounting and Traud 
Section and it appears he hns not taken .effective action to insure 
the proper f4incti<ming of the Section. 

RBCOMMSmATIOm 

'Pt I W IIWI— <—!■«>■ II W I^IIMl ■■111^ H I— l^ti^ 

2^ , Special Agent .Accountant Leverett^ A^ 3akerj Salt I/ake 

City, non'^veteranj not m pr obati on. ^.^,. .Censure and probation. 



Relief Supervisor 



2. 

veterixn^ not on probation... ..^.Censure. 



b6 



Salt Lake Cityj non- 
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5^ ASAO ^eh0r M. CXegg^ Salt Lake ^ityj non^veteran (Director 

approved attached, vtemorandiin of S* h. Sdwards 6/$/$U recommending 
A3AC Clegg^s removal from probation but the .letter advising ASAG 
Clegg Of euch action is being held in ab^jyance pending on the 
•Director ^0 consideration of this recommendation). ..•^^Oensurie, 
continuation on probation and rescinding of action takdn to remove 
him from probation concerning which he has not yet been advised* 



J!/* 3AC Arthur Cornelius j Jr*^ JS alt .Lake Oi t^y,^ 'non^ 

veteran^ not on probation* * ^4 • ^Censure and probation* Suggest holding 
in nb§yanc€ uniil nersonal «i>Ia»oiion of :'A0 Com^liUM i» obtained^ 
^i*A^^PT^^^^*^y^^ anniwJ Jtdi/t driuing ucr^^s comiry hack t^ 
St$li Uk0 city^ WiU return to Salt JLaki City 6/3$/^^ 



5» Suj)ervisor Christopher James Uoran, Investigative 

Division^ non-ueter'^'j >iot on probation***.* ^Censure* 



^ e -- 



% 



6^ Supervisor John Howard Carlson^ Investigative Division^ 
nonveteran^ not on probation Censure und probation^ 

When interviewed by inspector B* C# Brown, Ur^ Carjson 
stated his wife and. two children would be happier if he worked in 
a field division because his wife^s health since moving to JTashir^gton 
has not been ^particularly goodf she has lost 20 pounds but since the 
doctor could not detect any specific cause Carlson has not brought 
this matter to the Bureau ^s attention or requested transfer; he 
stated that, frankly, he would prefer field work and would accept 
transfer to any field office without preference and without paying 
his .own way^ inspector Brown felt that because of the important 
supervisory post occupied by CarJson in Accounting and Fraud Section, 

he sh^ould be transferred to the field and be replaced by an Agent 
desirous of advancing in th^ service and having positive interest 
in Seat of Oovernment supervisory responsibilities^ 

Messrs* Rosen, 3oardman, Callahan for Uohr, and Sisoo agree* 



7* Supervisor in Charge George W^ Chappelear, Jr*^ (CS^l4^ 

Investigative Division, nonveteran, not on proba-tion** ^* ^^Censure^ 
probation, removal as Supervisor in Charge and transfer i^o field* 
(This will involve reduction from SS-14 to 0S^13*) 

Messrs^ Bosen, Boardmanj and Callahan for Uohr agree* 



e* Courtney A^ Evans, (0S^14), Chief, Accounting and Jraud 

Section, Investigative Division, nonveteran, not on probation*** * 
Censure^ probation and removal* 

Messrs* Rosen, Boardman, xxnd Callahan for Uohr agree^ 



h, 



• 



9* Earll JSugo Winterrowd, Ko. 1 Man, Investigative Division 

nonveteran, not on probation.. ..^.Censure and Probation^ 

Messrs* Rosen, Boardman, Callahan /or Mo hr, and Sisoo agree* 



10* A* Rosen, Assistant Director, Investigative Division 

.p.* ^..Censure and probation. 

Messrs. Rosen, Boardman, Callahan for Mohr, and Sigoo agree. 



11. Three Agents not involved in any work delinquencies were 

recommended by the Inspector for transfer to the field as a means 
of improving the caliber of supervision in the Accpunting and Fraud 
Section^ A separate memorandum has been submitted as iko these 
three Agents along with supporting write-ups as to each Agent. 



Permanent hriefs are attached for all employees except 
Mr. Rosen. For the Director's convenience, separate memoranda are 
attached concerning each employee named herein^ 

DETAILS 

All included in synopsis and tn individual memoranda 
\ on employees named. 
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^ Office Memo^ndum • united stateT government 

I Mr. 1. v. Eoardman 

^ - ' f"^ ■■■■■■ ■ I ^ 

PKnraAT. PRISONERS 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT! 




.4 



DATE! May 7, 195^ nkIIu 



ii<;d. ' W' ' 




V 




ESCAPED FEDERAL PRISONERS 
(SECTION 751, TITLE IS, 
UNITED STATES CODE) 




tet*» R&o« =s 



Attached are two detailed memoranda of explanation 
relating to the delay In handling the memorandum i*or the Attorney 

iGeneral in this matter. (This concerns the Attorney General' 3 
Instructions of May 3, 195'*-» that we Investigate the escape 

'of two Immigration and Naturalization Service prisoners.; 

The first memorandum attached is from Mr. Price to 
Mr. Rosen, pointing out that it took over a day and a half to 
prepare the memorandum and that there were two revisions. One 
vas substantive In nature and the other was a revision occasioned 

llby the necessity of taking the memorandum out of the first 

/I person by deleting the use of the word "I. " 

The first revision was asked for on May 5» 195^, after 
.the memorandum had been submitted the evening before. I .feel 
that this revision should have been called for on the same night. 
(Therefore , 1 believe Mr. Price is responsible for this delay-^ 

.■,■,''; , ■ ' 

The next delay .results Xrom a number of typographical 
errors not committed by any one stenogj-apher t>T typist; therefore, 
there was no pyramiding of errors on iAie i^art of ^ny one clerical 
employee; however, I believe if supervisor Xllly, who prepared 
the memorandum, had called this trouble to the atfcenUon of 
his superior or to -my attention, the matter would have Iseen 
expedited. I believe he should have bfeen more -alert In this ' 
matter. 

Finally, I feeJ that I .had an ;over-all responsibility 
of seeing to it that this .matter be expedited. I was aware of 
.it, discussed It with Messrs. Price and Lilly, and should have 
[|,seen to it that it was handled at least within twenty^-Jtour hours. 

By way of mitigation, i't did involve a policy matter, 
but at the same time, 'the memorandum should liave been prepared 



sooner than it was. 



'H!W:JMT 



'•■'i. 



4 



V, 



\':A 



'^Wt ^^ 
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Meraorandum for Mr. Boardman 



11 



Accordingly, 1 believe that a letter should be 
directed to Messrs. Price and Lilly and myself, calling the 
\\attention of each to their dereliction in this matter. 



With regard to the stenographic situation, I have 
stressed to the clerical supervisor of the stenographers the 
necessity of all stenographers typing their memoranda properly 
In the first instance. It is realized that in preparing a 

1 memorandum for the Attorney General a neat typing job is in 
order and the stenographers strive for this; hovever, it is 
being stressed they should do this type of work on the Xirst 
run of a memorandum. 

No recommendation .is being made for any administrative 
.action in connection with the stenographic errors in view of 
the fact that there was no pyramiding of typographical errors 
I by any one stenographer. 
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TO 



VROM 



MIBJULT 



1^5 DIRECTOR 
L. VmlBoardman 



mlBoardman ^^M^^ 



May 



DATB: 

i&54 



ESCAPED FEDERAL FRI3UNS;R6, 
(Section 751, Title 18, U. :,. Code) 



Furauant to your instructions , attached are "nevioranda 
explanatii:>n O0ncerning the delay in the preparation of a merr.oraniMm 
to the Attorn0y 'J3neral, responding to his 7r,^"or andum of 5/3/C4. 



The Attorne'j General *s me ir.crcrdum 






Directcr l. Q..Off ice at 1:07 p.nu^^ 
W^yin Mr. ^QJ^jMiaZl^orf ic c U 
tne Criminal Livi^rion at 7-:T2 p. 
in Has en '3 office at 9:1C a.m., 
20:32 a.m. 






.^ in Mr 



v'^l,i>..j?u 






■r^r^T 



/54. 




and by the #J r-n of 
On 5/4,^54 it '-as received 



in Wintenr0ii?d^-B ^ ^ i^4f? e^*ti*^.-. 




^ W o 

^ the ^^orCinduni. 



o'slled a conference icith ." 
TilTy die iated the '^emorafidwn n^. 



easrs* Fri::e and 
^'^ pr*eparai'L on of 



r c 



.^ 



l/f! 



A 5 tud 
Price reflects thnt 



Of 



12:55 p.m., 5/4, 
10:24 a.m., 
sent Lillu^ 



th3 atia^hed memoranda of^Jessrs. "' fhtP^ro'd and 
rroii the time the n e'rio-^znd'um yi a,-i diet 



until the time it war received in ^. 



V^'^ ^Q^g n \§, d I uiQ^ icn_ y:jis £in^.a£:-Bd.. ir. .,- p^gi£er w 

f^ j H|^'^i^.i'^-^.^»i:'i?^^^^ r-evicicn t:.fe tT^i^'^ and t 

J ^ ^ i^:'a^y fletyp e^;^ tifnea because p t^po ji^i hical e 

:t . ^ ^'iia IS a irroat undesirable situatioM,^ X ^^^ ^ ^'"^ 

1 JJcf tscuss 7on ;-tt^ :/r, ^» interrowd (in the a^sencW O;^ 
^^ jlinr^f/ie necessity /cr is^u^fn,- exolicit initial - 



accurate 

in the first instance 

the dupl iv,;t ion 



:^ t^u^t i •■ 
rripliance, the necepr>ity for aaking coixplet^ ^re 



ten r. uch reui3 i on s a 



e esMenti^l , to 



tne dupli?-tion of effort not€^ herein, and the ne^essit^ 
idritn is trat^0 guidahte in the aien&:frapHi& pool to m -in hi 
typiny errors: as aSove noted, there u:as a twc-iuy dela:- 
to matters that could have teen avoided under prope^^ 



RECOMUEnUATiOK:^ ' ' 
i concur with 



r. : inter 



have thei r ^fi^eJ i<^ti,o 
lettffr.^l^^^ ^'^ia^'C 



|L::::'J:- attention by 

Ul;> h\ k T^c! At ^ h^ ^t fs^ 
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TO: m. BQSEN June 5> 1951i 

FROM: 2. fi> ■ wmiERROWD 

SUBJECT: UIKXAH iW) ^^mitE BIVEa .BANDS OF 
OTE JHDIANS Vs UNXIED STAXES 
COURT OF CUIMS NO. ii^75l 

This is suianitted tn regard to ^the .attached laemorandUffi from 
'Mr* Evans to me in the captioned «atter# ]Mr# EvaKiA' memor^ndxjoa 
deals with ihe expl^xiations of Supervisor J* H. Carlson^ -Supervisor 
in Charge Q. !?♦ Chappelear^ and hiaself vrith :a^e$pect to the handling 
of this case from the time ire received the airteX on June 1^ l$5i;* 
advising that it appeared improbable that JSalt Xalce City coiild 
complete the audit by the trial ;date of June 21, 19$U« 

IfKhile it is realized that both Jfessrs* Carlson and Cbappelear 
have advised It appeared no reason why the Salt Xake City could not 
submit a report by the required date and th^t it was only 
ijrproteble that the date could not be met and. fiirther, no question 
had 1;>een raised as of that time (June 1, l^Ii), the fact remains 
either one or both should Jhave called this to the attention of Jtr. 
"Evans. This observation is based upon lUie jfact that not only .has 
iJr* Evans^^but also 3 have issued instructions to ^the supervisors 
of the Accounting and Fraud Section tl^it such action must be taken 
when matters of this nature arise. 

i " I 

With respect to »5y knowledge ^d handling of tJbis matter^ 
1 discussed -this with Hr, Eyans between $ and 5O0 .P,M., J^e 8, 
'and after reading the memorandum .carefully 1 requested that an 
implementation be made on page 2 of the memorandum In question. Tj^is 
was done by Itr* Evans and sometime around 6:30 to 6ih$ P-M., 
iime B, 19$1|, the revised meaorandum wag)ut oh jry desk. 1 reviewed 
it and Initialled it. It haa the next days's dayte on It -which I 
felt proper in view of the time. Thereafter > it is my recollection 
that I placed pxxe of isy^ routing .slips on it ,iiaking a notation to tJie 
effect that the memorandum was dated June 9th and j>ut the memoranda 
in the box indicated Jf or 14r. Boardmami It is ray recollection ttxat 
1 also placed a special ta^ on it but did not initial the special 
tag in view of the fact the xoatter was dated for tha following day 
It may be that I had this intention and Xorgot to d o it j however^ I 
think that I did ^lace the special tag as a flay for attention on the 
following morning, jt may be that the special tag 1 affixed to the 
memorandum became detached ;while -the riiailwas being iandled ty.>the , 
messenger -ser^dce. , ^^ , .--f//f .- / ,'^./^^ 

ther I neglected :to put the special tage an as % intended 
or wh^tfefer/it became detached in the handling of the Mil by the 




•.*^.. 






CC MR. MOHR 

L i 



r 






Menoranduia .for Mr. Rosen 



aessexiger* aeirvice still idoes not excuse ae for not ixaving person^ly 
delivered the matter to JWr* Scatterday* then there irould have been 
^0 doubts about it.. I .did have in mind the urgency of the matter 
$ince ;I mentioned 4t to Mr, Scatterday ^this laorning to sake sure 
he had seen it* Be had .al3:^ady at that tisae j:^viewed It. 

RECO^^MENDATXON 

It the tirst ^ime this liaatter was loaHed to Mr.* Evans' 
attention was on the morning o;t June 8th. He took protript action 
on it . JFurthermore> he had heretofore issued specific instructions 
to the jmen in Ms section to' call suchmtters to Ms attention 
jtaiediately. I do not tell that M should be censured for these 
reasons^ 



2* 1 do .feel that iloth Jfr.* Chappelear and %• Carlson 
should have brought this to the attention of W* Evans fin^Juiie 1st 
Ij^is was not done and, accordingly, 1 recommend that a letter b© 
directed to each pointing out their dereliction. 
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Office Memorandum j^mTED STATES govjbrnment . 

• TolSOn Jbi)^ DATE: 6/17/S4: ^^f^^ 



TO 



TROM I 



SX7BJECT: 



Ur. 



B» T, Earbo 



I 




EABLL HUGO WINTSEROWJ) 

NO, 1 MAW 

IN7ESTXCfATI7E DIVISION 

NONYETEBAIf 

NOT ON PROBATION 

In purauanoe with -the Director's instructions a survey 
was made of the Accounting and Fraud Section in connection with 
weaknesses discovered in the case entitled "Uintah and White \ 
Biver Bands of Ute Indians vs. United States, Court of Claims I 
445751, court of Claims," 

Personnel under Winterrowd's general supervision were 
involved in Me latter case as follows: (l) Supervisor C, J, 
Uoran and Supervisor in Charge 0, W, Chappelear, Jr,, fat led to make 
inquiry of Salt Lake City as to the attention being given ins-Uint 
investigation following receipt of Sdl^t' Lake City report 4/21/54: 
showing a S-day investigative period and 30 days' work remaining 
to be completed, (2) Supervisor J, S, Carlson and Supervisor in 
Charge Chappelear sent an air~tel to Salt Lake City 6/3/64 
requesting explanation for delay instead of using faster com- 
munication^ (3) neither Carlson nor Chappelear informed Evans 
of this situation as they had been instructed to do in matters 
of this type, and (4) Section Chief Evans failed to follow through 
to insure that a teletype requesting explanation for. delay at 
Salt Lake City was sent 6/6 instead of 6/9/54, In addition, 
Winterrowd himself failed to personally follow through to insure 
the latter teletype was sent 6/6 instead of 6/9/54, Be had no' 
excuse for same. 

Instant case is the eth in the past six months- 
involving lax supervision reflecting upon the administration 
of the Accounting and Fraud Section and it appears Winterroiod 
has not taken effective action to insure the proper functioning 

BECOSUENDATION: 
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•Search.:^ ..,.,-- 
No, 1 Man Winterrowd ♦ censui'e ^qpid^^probati^,,: 

c^rHrfsBosen "> ""-"V^tZ^ 

A Mjioa rdman bj-*^ 

KJlifJ Uohr (Attt H, L, Edwards) 
W, Sisoo ^ , /^ ^ , •>- ^ \ 
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Mr* JTt JStugo Winterrowd 
r«6,9ral Jurtfou of Inve^Hgaiion 
Wa9hington, D* C* 



WorJTr. winUrriifdt 

Th0 Bureau has •^vfUXly vttitwii th$ /aott 
dav6lop0d r»gardtng "iha Handling of fht ea§t aniitlad 
»*ntntah and WhiU Muft Banda of UU Indian* v«« VniUd 
StaU9, Couri of Clatna iruubsr 45791, Court of oiat*»,** 
and it is obuipu* thi» matter leaa not properly ^upatDiaad 
in the Investigative JUvieion^ Tou were not only reeponeible 
for the overfall inadequate performance ef your subordinates 
in this ease but in addition you failed to personally fol*- 
low through to insure that a teletype requesting an explano" 
tion for a delay at Salt lake City was sent on June d, 1964, 
instead of on June 9, 1954* The eouplete inadequacy of 
supervision afforded this case in the Investigative pivi" 
sion is absolutely inexcusable and refledis nost unsatis^ 
factory administration on your part* Mring the past si* 
months a nusiber of matters have arisen involving la» super^ 
vision in the addfnistration of the Accounting and Fraud 
j3ection and it t^^ebvious you have not taken effective i 

action to insure "the proper functioning of this section^ 

In vie^^of your most serious derelictions you 
are being placed 'sn probation. It is expected that you will tc^e\ 
immediate steps toiinsure that all employees und$r your super^^ 
vision are fully akare of ^heir duties and that they completHy 
carry out wir askignm^nts promptly and e/,fii^*nti 
that no si milar delinquencies will Acour 
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E. H. WINTERR 



FROM : A. ROSEnO 
SUBJECT: 





DATE: 



6/23/5^ 



UM 

Hut* 
Alddt . 

LUMllHl 
Wit 



As a result of the recent survey conducted by the 
Training and Inspection Division of the Accounting and Fraud 
Section, it has been reported that three Agents being utilized 
as Supervisors in this Section do not show promise for 
advancement and lack the ability to aggressively carry out 
their supervisory assignments, thus necessitating their 
transfers. This situation should have readily been detected 
by you rather than having the Training and Inspection Division 
do it for you. 



The last efficiency ratings submitted by the Accounting P'^^^M 
and Praud Section, which is directly under your supervision, atJl'- 1] 
did not reflect delinquencies as noted by the Training and f^^M 
Inspection Division, and inasmuch as this is directly under your I|:%^f J 
supervision, I am holding you responsible to detect other situatiffls^^ 
^hich you have not detected in the past and which have developed ^i''/];l^\ 



under your immediate control. You 
such delinquencies. 



AR:W 




must take steps4o detect janvfyf.^/^f-f 
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July 15. 1954 



PERSONAL 







Mr, E. Hugo Winterrpwd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D, C. 

Dear Mr. Winter rowd: 

I want to offer my sincere con» 
j[ratulations and best wishes on the completion 
of your Fourteenth Anniversary with the Bureau* 
I hope these years have brought you as much 
satisfaction and pleasure as they have to us and 
that you will be with us for many more years, 

Sincerely^^ 




J* Ddgar Hoover 
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HoUomta 
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Mr. ToJsoKi^l^ 
Mr. Boiirdman, 
Mr- 'Nkhols-^ 



^Mr. T^txmtx*. 



July 1$, 1951^ 



Mr* Si^^^ ^* -*" T> >** ' 
:Mr- Wmterrowd, 

Tele. Hoot 

Mr,:Hollom«. 

Mfes Gandy. 



Mr» John Edgar Hoovor 

Director i j^^ 

Federal Bureau of Investigation nf^^ 
U. S. Department of Justice 1/ ^h 
Washington,. D» C. 

Dear Mr* Hoover: 

I want to express my appreciation 
,for your .note of July 1$, 1954-* congratulating 

me on my Fourteenth Anniversary with the 
Bureau. 

It is^ certainly a source of deep 
gratification to me that in your busy schedule 
you would have time to write me. 

1 twant to assure you of my continued 
loyalty to you^ and the Bureau and that I will 
do everything in- my power to be of assistance. 




Hugo • Winter rowd 
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TO 



« J/r* Xolson 



SXJBjECr 



UNITED STATEr^GOVERNMENT 



DATE: 7/9/54 
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SPECIAL AGENT 

NO* ONE MN, INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 

JWNVETERAN 

PLACED ON PROBATION 6/22/54 



♦set. 

^■^^r, r-- 

y^r 

Troccer ^„^..w. 
Tiaterfov4 m* 
Tele. Itoom m 



Az No^ One Man of the Invesiigative Division Ur^ 
Winterrowd is proportionately responsible /or the weaknesses 
of the Investigative Division in coi^neotion with the recent 
Smith kidnaping case at Phoenix^ Arisona^ Mr^ Winterrowd 
personally issued instructions to SAC 3ryce following the return 
of the victim to the effect that Bryce should see that the press 
I and police did not know that SACs Bryce and Malone were handling 
I the investigation if at all possible^ SAC Bryce pointed out that 
he was well known to law enforcement officers throughout the 
Southwest^ It was known at the tine that representatives of both 
. the press and the police were at the victim's house. Bryce was 
.at the house handling interviews. These instructions appear to 
I be unrealistic. 



Generally speaking^ there was a lack of initiative, 

(ingenuity, vigor and aggressiveness on the pay^t of th'e Investi^ 
gative Division in controlling and directing the Smith case 
investigation. There was a failure to sh&^tr\foi estutpr'ilnjnjann 
.^ ps?-- 

Mr. Winterrowd was designat^ a k~M?j(pJl^, MJV} . M - thA^ . 
Investigative division on 9As/Sl and ^s allocated' ^-(o ^rade U^ b 
aS-16 on 7/20/62. Since 7/1/62 he hc§ bei(n^y^m^ed:-17'^'imesP * 
placed on probation once and is nres^tlv 
been commended twice. Mr. Vinterrow^ has 
year and three months field experierme ana 
the Seat of Oovernment for the past 12^ y 
it would be desirable to furnish Mr. Wint 
experience and that he should be 
gj&aEa? or ASAC of a large office 
not result in any change 



on probation . 



had app^oxiwA 
een^ 



'a^^S 



aIj 



and has 



has be^ 
ars. msit ::i»3 ShinW^ d±_ 

TTtrnd'^additiond'^ryielS 
considered for SAC x:;^SSbmm6 
such as New York. This would 



in grade or salary*. It is believed 
that the Investigative Division could be strengthened by Mr. 
Winterrowd *s being replaced by an SAC who has had wide experience 
in criminal investigations. This rotation would be in the best 
interests of the Bureau. 
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Attachment 

CO - Mr* Mohr j 



' ^ '.It.^ J 



7/i*/rf ■ 




/!/ 



;^ 



F 






% 



REC0?/MSM)ATI01JS : 

1. Mr. Winterrowd be censured. 



2. Ur. Winterrowd be continued on probation 



3. It is recommended that Mr. Winterrowd be transferred 
to ^the field as SAC of a large office or ASAC of an office such 
as New York where he would gain additional field experience. 



4. It is recomnended that Mr. Winterrowd be replaced 
as No. One Man in the Investigative Division by an SAC who has 
had a wide background of supervision of criminal cases in the 
field. 
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July 14, 2954 

pmsowAi Ann coNnrjEnriAL 



lir^ JF» 8ugo winterroiod 

Tederal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, 3^^ C# 



Dear Mr % Vintsrrowdt 

/ As a result of ihs inquiry nads by two Bureau officials 
into (the ndnnsr in which the investigation of the kidnaping of 
ifrs^ Svelyn Anne Smith at Phoeniis:, Arikona^ was handled ^it has 
been determined that as ^he Jfumber Vne Man of the Investigative 
Division you were proportionately responsible for the serious 
weaknesses found to exist* Generally speaking there was o lack 
of initiative, ingenuity, vigor and aggressiveness on the part 
of the Investigative Division in controlling and directing this 
case and there was also a failure to show foresight in planning^^ 

In addition, you personally issued instructions to Spe- 
cial Agent in Charge Bryce following the return of the victim to 
the effect that Mr% Bryce should see to it ^hat the press and police 
officers did not know thai he and Special Agent in Charge Ualone 
were handling the Bureau U investigation if this was at all pos^ 
sible^ Such an instruction was clearly unrealistic in view of 
the fact that Mr % Bryce was well known to law enforcement offictrs 
throughout the Southwest, he was handling interviews at the 
victim^s home and it ]ms known that both police and presso repre-- 
sentatives were there* ?; ^ 

^ s ^— » 

fhe derelictions in this case for which you W4^ "*^ 
personally responsible or in which you share over^-all respof^^i-^ 
bility reflect most adversely upon your work performance^in^^^your 
present capacity/and it will be necessary for you to correc'^ the 
deficiencies outlined above and take the necessary precauti^s 
to avoid similar shortcomings in the futt^PS^ 
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iTohn Idgatwoouer, , 
Ifrf^Ro^en (Personal AtUntUnSli)^ i-^'^"'^ '"^ 
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r. ^r^GfO WINTERBOVD 



EODz 7/15/40 
NON VETERAN 
ON PROBATION 



GRADE 08^16 
SALARY $12,200 



ASSISTANT DIRECTOR ROSEN: 

Winterrowd has 'been assigned to the Investigative 
Division since September, 1951. In my performance rating 
of him submitted as of March, 1954, I gave him an adjective 
rating of satisfactory* He has under his supervision the 
Criminal Section and the Accounting and Fraud Section of 
the Investigative Division. He has willingly expended 
voluntary overtime in connection with the handling of 
bis assignments. He is sincere and loyal. He received 
a number of letters of censure during the last rating 
period and has since March received a number of letters 
of censure in connection with the duties performed under 
his supervision. 

I called these matters to his attention and 
there has been a tightening up in the supervision in 
the section. I believe that he will do a commendable 
Job and that he should be retained in his present capacity. 

INSPECTOR BROWNz 
(Inspector Nugent) 

Mr. Winterrowd is handling a heavy volume of im'^ 
portant work. He is excitable and nervous but the Inspector 
did not observe any instances wherein these characteristics 
appeared to interfere with the operations of the Investigative 
Division. Since the inspections of the Accounting and Fraud 



Investigative Division Inspection 
9/7/54 

ARtWW 



1^ 

%tm 51954 
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^ectfon there appears to have been a general tightening up 
in oupenvision all along the line and the recent adninistra'^ 
tion of the Investigative Division, has been satisfactory. 

RECOMMENDATION t 

A. reoonmendation that Mr. Vint err owd :be removed 
from probation toas made for the consideration of the Director 
in the synopsis of the Inspect^ufxof the Investigative Division. 



' -'^^a^M..^-^ ' '^^ ^ 



^'^>* z^^4h a^-'M.iii'^ 



^"^ ^tf^HmPomtm^ 



Office Mmmandum • united states government 
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Mr* Tolson 
kr# Harbo 
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DATBj Sept. 17, 195J1 2fr<f»«4 
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DP«ciax A-ent - New Orleans 

EOD 6/9/37, Clerk; j/U/1,0 Special Agent, GS-13 

Non veteran ^ 9 ^^ ^ 



WILLIAM P* JONES 
Special ^\gent - Supervisor 
Investigative Division 
ECD 12/13741 - GS-14 
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INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION OP 

STOLEN MOTOR VEHICLE 
3uflle 26-186061 



"(. 



This is a pending case in which New Orleans is oriffin whlah 
u J^ZlVi^^ ^"""^^^ inspection of the Investigative Div?s?on!A^lay 
J^e I l^^f "'^AlT'i in that the initial report not sub^lJted unlil^ 
:pi2^_19b2j, although original complaint received Januarv n iq^;. 
Investigation conducted January 13 Ixit 15, 19SrLdX?^riQc:h^«^ 
explanation apparent in Bureau file f or deUyin ^por«n|!' ^^* ^ bs 



SA 



, New Orleans, states work load 



b7C 



-^ w«_. j*„r^"i-En-=— r=-T — J r-: '» "^*' vrxeans, states work load 

•next thrlty days* 



-resident agencies* States 
J and Improvement noted during 



xMr. u ^o ^?^ 9* ^* Gotschall states necessary to follow I Ion 

report within stated time. Assistantjp'— - • - ' ^ °* 

Supervisor Jones should have challenge's 
tL-ne he cautioned-New Orleans regarding 

cc: 



Mr. i?S5S'V'^8^^VW»2'i 



Mr,, ji 



osen 






RGHtwJt!/'*^ bBI 

<*«• }'^k \ ' ~\ ^%^^sanr.^l file 

1-SA jones' personnel file 







'^ ^-y^^ p -^ f y " ■ ■— Tie— *^ ■ 






/TV Q. I I, GS-13, assigned New Orleans 



resident agent at Meridian, MisilSSipp'l, for unwarranted delay ^^ 
•sporting Censure. i^^c 



(2) Bureau Supervisor William P. Jones, G8-ll|, Investigative 
■ .ision, ror a failure to challenge New Orleans on its delay in 
o ortlng * censure. ^t^^^ . 
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(3) No action is being recomnended with respect to 
-.«r«i«,-r. <iir" w r-A-etTSwell . ASAC G. S«\Gotschall or Field Ivelief 
sS^rviftr J^hS^'^TR^Soid.Bosweir resigned effective September 3, 
195Ur^d it dSei\ot appear that ASAC Gotschall or Field Supervisor 
Revnoirwexlinanyway responsible for the delay in that they 
followed SltZZZ_II«i thin a normal period of time commensurate 

' that tlmeo ^r^ 



followed SA^ZZ^III«i thin a normal period or time commensui-«v« J;^^ 
with the facts known about the case at that timeo 
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(U) Ko action Is being recoxanended regarding Section Chief 
r'. L^XPrlce, Number One Man S* H./winterrowd or Assistant Director 
K^ Rdsen of the Investigative Division as these individuals are in 
'^^ position to have any information regarding this matter* 
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PERMANENT PSRSONNEL BRIEFS OP SA'* 



AND JONES ATTACHED 



f- 



DETAILS: 



dACKuROUND: 



This is a pend ing file with the New Orl eans Division as origin^ 
The initial report of SA I L > dated June 2, 195l|# 

was received by the Investigative Division on June 9# 195U* 



bo 
b7C 



This report reflects this matter was first brought to the 
attention of the New Orleans Division on January 13, 1954* ^7 ^ 
representative of the Mississippi Highway Safety Patrol at Meridian, 
Mississippi, who advised that a IQuQ Ford Tudor sedan had befln rftftovflred 

bearing 195U Mississippi license | \ The report of SaI I 

reflects that the investigation was conducted on January 13 and 15, 19$1|, 
and May 2$, 195k • 

The Bureau file reflects that by memorandum dated June 16, 195U» 
the Bureau pointed out to the New Orleans Division that the circxim stances 
were such as to indicate that it was possible that this car had been 
handled by an auto theft ring and that further investigation should be 
approached with this thought in mindo 

Prom the available facts It appears that an unwarranted delay 
in reporting existed in that the field first learned of this on 
January 13, 19i>U; however, the initial report was not submitted 



- 3 - 



until June 2, 195U» SA Wllllftm ?• Jonas, the supervisor handling 

this matter at the Bureau, was requested to explain v4iy steps 

*#cre not taken to call this delay to the attention of the field, 

particularly when time was taken to direct a conaaunlcation to 

New Orleans pointing out the possible potentials of this case^ 

Explanations were also requested of Section Chief P* L* Price, 

Number One Man E« H« Winterrowd and Assistant Director A* Rosen« 

Th e Hew Orlea ns Dirision was instanicted to submit the explanations of ^^ 



and the field supervisor handling this matter, together 



3A, , 

uiih the cbxTTients and recommendations of the SAC* 

HA?n)LIKG OP THE CASE IN THE FIELD : 

In reply to the Bureau's memorandum of August 19# 
I95I1, the SAC of the New Orleans Divis ion submit ted under cover 
dated August 26 the explanations of 3A | | and ASAC 0. £• 
6ot3CAall« 



b7C 



he 

hli 



SA I I in his explanation states that this matter 
was brought to his attention on January 13* 1951*.# ^d although 
he realizes that it is important and necessary to give immediate 
and continuous attention to matters of this type, it was felt 
at that time that the entire matter should be completed before 
logical leads were set cut^ He states that the investigation 
was not completed until May 2$, 19Bkf «^d that the report was 
Immediately submitted subsequent thereto* 



sa[ 



] states that he is assigned in a one-man 
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resident agency and that he was in attendance at In-Service 
training during the latter part of March and the first part of 
April, 195!|« He states that the weekly reports of work on hand 
during the period from January through May, 19514- > show that the 
work load for his territory was exceedingly heavy* He further 
states that n\merous expedite and deadline matters were handled 

which required immediate attention; however, he regrets mife 

having handled captioned matter more expeditiously* SA l 
concludes by stating that the latest developments in this matter 
indicate that it will in all probability be brought to a successful 
conclusion and that tiie delay will have no bearing on the outcome* 

ASAC G* B* Gotschall stated that this matter was 
supervised on his desk and that the New Orlean file (their number 
26-U4.922) indicates that this matter was first opened on 
January 14, 195ll-« A review of same by Gotschall determined that ^^^ 
Re lief Superv isor John T* Reynolds directed routing slips to ^7, 
Sa I I on March 18 and April 20, 195^1.* instructing him to 



Jl^m 



I 
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autmit a reports On May k$ 195i|-# ASAC Gotschall sent an error 
form to I I calling to his attention the delay in investi- 
gation and instructing that since the changed serial plate ^^ 
suggested a po ssible thef t ring, the case should receive continuous 
attention* SA I H vas instructed to advise him when a 
report would be submitted and in reply by routing slip dated 
May 7 stated that the case would be handled as soon as possible* 



SAC H# Cc Eoswell i n his cover memorandum of August 26, 
195^1-* stated that | | assignments have been commensurate 
with those of other resident agents in that area* He states 
that shortly after his ar rival in Ne w Orleans as SAC, he noted 



a tendency on the part of | | to "bog down" when the work 

was heavy* Shor tly thereaf ter SAC Boswell discussed the status 

of his work with I | and informed him that on the basis of 

pending cases and the amoxmt of remaining work, there was no 

basis for assigning any additional help to that resident agency, b7c 

which help was not act ually available* SAC Boswell stated that 

he informed ! [ that he should immediately work his way 



out of this temporary backlog and that as a result, a marked 
improvement was noted with respect to the status of | | 

work during the ajcxt thirty days* SAC Boswell added that there 
has been n o subsequent need for him to discuss delinquencies with 

1* 



SAC Boswell reconnends no disciplinary action against 

SA l I or ASAC Gotschall* 

It is to be noted that under date of September 2, 
195ll"i the Investigative Division added a statement to New Or leans' 
memorandum of August 26 that *In view of delay on part of SA[ 



in conducting this investigation. Investigative Division recommends 



SA be censured." 



HANDLING OP CASE AT SEAT OP GOVERNMENT : 

In reply to a request for an explanation as to why 
the New Orleans Division was not questioned regarding >diat appeare^i 
to be an unreasonable delay in reporting. Supervisor W. P* Jones 
stated that there is no rule requiring that a report be submitted 
within a stated time, although any matter on which there has beer 
no investigative report or other communication in lieu thereof 
submitted for a period of li$ days is delinquents Supervisor Jones 
states that there was no way for him to determine from a review 
of the initial report whether there had been other correspondence 
between field offices of such a nature as would permit the postini* 



"p" 



b6 



b6 
b7C 









^^f this correspondence on the field office Assignment card snd 
tiius remove this case frow & delinquent status o 

Regarding delinquencies in reporting. Supervisor Jones 
^vtted that the policy has been established of following individual 
field divisions with respect to their delinquencies in such 
ratters, not on an individual case basis but by means of a general 
.etter surmiarizlng the delinquency situation as it pertains to 
•he entire classification in that division* 

Assistant Director A. Rosen states that in view of 
the fact that the supervisor did write a letter to the field 
concerning this case, he should have mentioned the delay « He 
continues that there is no rule requiring that a report be sub- 
mitted within a stated time but the explanation received from 
the New Orlean s Division indicates that there was a delay on 
the part of SA l l and that as same had been called to 
the attention of the field in the first instance, the explanation 
aaould have been obtained here tof ore ♦ He concludes by stating 
that he agrees with the inspector that as long as the letter 
was written, the supervisor should have called the delinquency 
to the attention of the field* 



bb 
b7C 



CURRSOT DEVELOPMENTS: 



by SA[ 



It is to be noted that in the explanation submitted 
of the New Orleans Division he states that in 



view or current developments, it does not appear that the delay 
will heve had any effect on the outcome of the case# 



The reports of SA 



dated July 8, 19514-^ «tt 



New Orleans, and SA George V . Hvmers d ated August 10, 19514-* at 

Memphis, reveal that subject P [ has been ppgitjvely 

identified as being Identical with subject [ 



was 



^ being 

and that the identity of the second subject,! 

was also determined* ' The latter report reflects that" 
found guilty of the interstate transportation of a stbxen m6tor 
vehicle in connection with another case in which Memphis is 
origin and that on June 2^9 ^SSkf ^^ was sentenced to serve five 
years on each of two counts and fined #125 on each count. 



^ b' 



Insofar as s ubJeotF 
United States Attorney [ 



I 



is concerned. Assistant 
at Memphis, Tennessee, 
lling of a complaint against 



advised that he would authorize the _ 

I I but has requested that such action be temporarily postponed 

pending an examination of | [ handwriting by the ftireau 

Laboratory* 
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ID*. :4o?i? ...™ 

Mr. P*rsor4.««« 

Mr, Si^oo -.„„^^ 
Mr. Witeterrowd 
Tei«. H^ora _^-.^ 

The foUaftngg Special A^ento la Chat^^ ar^ yres^tly <^ probatlcca iMfj^ Gan<iy 
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.0^, 



BiAlster 
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^ConiintMd 



MS 

3-^-54 
7-89^ 



WST 



DiKIS CF I.AS? 






IMSPgCfflOS RECBECK 
e-7-53 12.4je-53 



f f 



i \ ' I |Vf '/ 



■ 'X' 



Casper 



Hair Haven 
Ccxit limed 



3-22-5A 
7-a-5A 






Blaylock . V Itadianap<42» 6-17-54 11-25-53 



2-10-54 6^3«54 



Because of the inad^i* 
q:aata plazmlng of 
attaqpt^ efforts to 
capture Top Tea Fugitive 
Kick Xootoe* Becaaee 
of 'Uie operations of the 
Minneapolis Office vhich 
occured while he vas 
Special Agwt in Chaise* 

Jxx rUm of the sishan- 
dling of the bank 
robbery Inreetigatipabe 

I Due to 



rcomeUus, JrV^Salt Lake City 6-^-54 11-21-53 



1 



^j 



A 



7-10-54 
(a^ Check 



/^W 



^M 



..'. ius ' I 









the results of the 
recheck Inspection of 
the Heir Haven Office* 

In vieir of the bed Jndg- 
nent exercised in not 
procqptly advising the 
Bureau regarding the in- 
formation received in 
the Indianapolis Divi- 
sion Indicatlxxg a 
possible leak of 
security infomaticn 

JJBXJiileat , |, ■ i, J 




tooy bandling^^C., 
entitled »l»6(Ub 
and White River Bands of 
tile Bidlans vs* Utoited 
^ ^^teiP^ C^ <^ CiUI^ 



\^m.?zi\^^^ 




I I. 



1 .i, J * 



' ^ 



,;,A;.■'^•,.:;^v';.vy^* mI'-^--':^>*' 



'.♦ 



S« J.Vpowkv 



•X' 



Xm-d 



«^5-54 1-17-«A 



b.a)( 



Biyc« ^iU»qu«npi« 7-15-5^ 7-9^4 



o 
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R. «r^iM>atiochio^Ch«rlott« 7-22-54 8-5-54 



(PhiUdelphU 
Office) 



'H 



C. BJfttxmrd 



Minneapolis 7-21-54 7-9^4 



Ite'Tlavof hi« fall«r« j 
to oonplttely e«rx7 oat ' 
his dttUos aa a 9peolal| 
iCMt la Charge in th» 1 
h«ndllnc of the iorestli 

Pf f T in I 

the Hlaal UrlslcBo 

Because of the «aeati»-^ 
fectorr office etein- 
Istration^ the umsiukUjr 
high Bai>er of laveetl- ^ 
gatiVe del tri ^ eB c lee anA 
the poor shoving in 
eootaot Batters* - 

Becaoee of the strooioes' 
aanaer in vhlch the 
Philadeljphia Office 
handled ,the case paHHm 

aWmanx BabJeeti r 

k Vlctin. fctortlott". 



Nils 



SgJT OP GOTBaniBir OroTn TALS (DfCLODBtOSECTIOM CHIgS) OW PRQT^ Tm 



TA y\m of taspeetlott 
findings of the 
Minoeepolis DlTision* 



S* sJlWinterroMd 



\iissi8tant Director 
/ SiTsstigatlTe DtrisioB 
' ' (Xaspectlen began 
8-17-54) 

KoBber 1 Xaa in the 
BnrestigatlTe . SiTliloa 



Ml 
6-22-54 



e-^^A 



REiSOV 



k-4: 



Irans 



Chief of Aoeoonting 6-22-^4 

and rraad Section. «C 

the SiTestigatlTe DlTlsloa 



Beoaose of the sixth ease in the 
past six Booths inrolTing lax 1 
saperrlslao In the adidnlstratloa 
of the ABcoonting and Fmod aeotlon^ 

Beoaase of the inadeq:aaie s«per- 
TisloB afforded the ease entitled. 
"01ntah and White Rlter Bands of 
irte IMljais -vs» Italted SUtea. 
Coort of ClalM VMber 45751 . . Oonrt 
of Claiasn 

Beeaase of the inadeqaate saper- 
TlsloB afforded the ease sntltled 
"Uintah and Ihlte River Band* ef 
Ute Ikidians ts* Utolted States. 
Court of 'Claljae..lai«>er 45751* 
Covrt of daiiM** 
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August 01, 19^ 



Mr. A. Rosen , 

Federal Bureau of Investigation' 

WasMngton, D* C> 

I>ear Mr. Rosen: . ' 

It should be obvious to you that i)roper supervision 
has not been afforded by the Investigative division to the 
case entitled "Unknown SUbJectt Custer County State 3ank, 
Arap^o, Oklahoma, FDIC 898I, 10/10/53, Bank Robbery - Burglary." 
It Is realised that the Greenlease icidnapihg case created 
extraordinary demands on manpower during the jperiod when the 
above-entitled bank burglary occurred and during the early 
stages of its investigation. I do not believe that the 
occurrence of a major case, such as the Greenlease case, 
should be considered as an excUse for failure to ,^roperly 
supervise other criminal violations which are under investiga- 
tion at the same time. Ihe Bureau did not achieve Its present 
position by offering sucli excuses. You should have been alert 
to the unusual demands Bade by the Greeiilease case on the time 
of supervisors assigned to the Bank Robbery - Kidnaping desk. 
It was your responsibility to arrange for assignment of 
adequate personnel in order that these important xaatters 
would not be neglected, 

1 

I have noted with concern that you and Mr. Winterrowd, 
»s veil as Mr. Keep, who vas acting for the Chief of the 
Criminal Section, failed to recognize the necessity for taking 
a firm position with regard to derelictions of duty. Your 
recommendation and those of the other two named officials 
indicate a failure to ^rasp the Importance of affording adequate 
supervision to aU matters :the Bureau has undertaken to Jhandle. 
Ihe above-mentioned bank burglary case cannot be regarded as 
unimportant, A federal law has been violated, the Bureau has 
assumed investigative jurisdiction and our responsibilities 
require ye make every effort to solve the offense. If your 
thinking is contrary to this principle, then there is a definite 
need for a realignment of the thinking in your division. 

■■ . ■ ■ A ' ' ■ ' . 

' ij ' ' 

cc -^^fffsonnel i^ile - E* H* Winterrowd ./'^ 

Personnel file - 0. J. Keep ^fr 

J^Tersonnel file - P» Li Price ^ .;#' 



4 Age|4i9S4 *- 









' k 
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I i^ant you to convey to Mr* Winterrovd and Mr. Keep 
my displeasure vith regard to their attitude :in this matter. 
In addition^ you Bust talce iimaediate steps to assure that 
adequate supervision is being afforded throughout the 
Investigative Division in order that there will be no 
recurrence of the errors noted in the bank burglary ease 
discussed herein* 

Very truly yours ^ 

/s/ J. Bdgax Hoover 

John Bdgar Hoover 
Director 
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MfllCRillDOM FOR THE DIBBCTCR 



^ 



Mr 1'-*'"^' • •- 
Mr. Nk^^t: 



The fcOloriiugSpScgrTgantsltt are praaently on prdbatl |^^^ Hoii mAn_ 



MS 



OFFicy 



LAST DATE OF LAST 
DATB INSPBgTICW 




Mr. Sl/t'ti .^^^..^^ 
Mf. Wifff rtovrcL 



[i«ii Gandy. 



"^^ (Oorxlerecl to Atlanta t 
7-28-54 M SAC) 
ICaoo datad 8-2-54 recoteend 
be continued on probation* 



3-32-^4 7-16-54 

ed that SAC Uxmlord 



In rUm of the ehooting 
Incident which occured 
while an atteaapt wae 
being »aie to apprehend 



J* F^ Santoiana, Jr* ^Portland 2-24^4 5-29-54 






¥• Q#yBaniater Vchicago 






Coatinued 



3-22-5A 
7-29-54 



8-7-53 



12-18-53 



i 

I J# jVcasper 



Mew Haven 
Cootlnued 



>22-54 
7-1-54 



X//i. 



2-10-54 



6-23-54 



[>)t 



Bl«Qrlock 



W"* 



Ji ^ pr I'., 



Xodlaiuipolifl^ 6-17-54 



11-25-53 



-n 



V 



/? 



^-V 



JA 






^ /};,/ 'j"i«'. 

. t'*/ 



■/ 



».^^' 
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Si Tiew of the instf f i- 
oient euperrieoxy atten- 
tion in the handling of ; 
the inTeetigation — 
Fraud against the 
aoveraaent ixnrolying 
Brown and Root^ while 
aaeigned to Hoiaton* 

Because of the inade^^ 
qaate planning of -^nr 
attewpted efforts to 
capture Top Ten Fugitive 
Nick Montoe« Because 
of the operations of the 
ICinneapolis Office which 
occured while he was 
Special Agent in Charge* 

2^ Tiew of the nishan- 
dliag of the bank 
robberjr Inreftt.lMtlon 

conoemingi \ 

I I Due to 

the results of the 
recheck inspection of 
theHew-aavett 

adriaijQC 4»<>^ 
'r6g«rdl«i"th» in- 
faanM(ilon,r*<>eiTod In 

secozl^^nfttnHitloa 
froB ndSrilMe 



p 



JCwa%lixap ^^V 



i 



Salt Ukd C W 6-22^4 n*-21^3 



Vpowws )^ Miami 



S# jypowars 



6^-5A 1-17-54 



7-10-54 ^Ipii Ti«ir of hla negligence 
(5pot Check) and dilatory handling of 
the caae entitled "Uintah 
and Hhite RiTer Bands of 
Ute Itodlana tb* united 
States^ Coort of Claina 
NuBober 45751> Court of 
Glaina^ which was under 
his direct suporrision^ 



TA Yieir of his failure 
to ccopletely cany oat 
hlB duties as a Special 
Agent in Charge in the 
haaidling of the inresti- 
ga tioQ and apprehans ioo 
of I I in 



y^ 



D» AABryce 



ilbuquerque 7-15-54 7-9-54 



b6 
b7C 



E^ J*tAbbaticchid/ Philadelphia 7-22-54 
^ (Ordered to Dallas 
7-28-54 as SJSi) 



IhspectioQ 

began 

6-30-54 



the Itiazai Dl7isicn« 

Because of the imsatis - 
factory office adaln- 
istratiOQ^ the unusually 
high nuaber of ixtrestl- 
gative delinquencies and 
the poor shewing in 
contact Batters 9 

Because of the atrocious 
nazmer in which the 
Philadelphia Office 
handled the case 

JUMkapun Subject J 

f >Victi»^ Bxtorti«««' 




|C* 3»/Hoivard 



Minneapolis 



,( /f/^^^y/^^/ 






7-^9-54 



A .y 



Ja Tiew of inspectica 
fijAdings of the 
Minneapolis DiTisloo* 



sag OF OOVH»niE«r OFFICIAIg dWGLUDIMa aaCTIOW CHESFS) as fROBATIOM 



Roe en 



HWirinterrofvd 



^ 



Tiria MS 

Assistant Director 6-s22-^4 
IhYestigatiTs Dlvisioa 



Kt£ii>er 1 Man in the 6-22*-54 

Ib'mstigatlTe , DiYislon 



RKiSOM 

Because of the sixth case in the 
past six months invdring lax 
superrisioa in the adadnlatratlcQ 
of the iccounting azid Fraud Sectico^ 

Because of the inadequate supers 
YisiOQ afforded the case entitled^ 
^'Uintah and trhite Rirer Bands of 
nte Ibdians vs^ UnlteA States^ 
Court of ClalAS iruaaber 45751^ Court 

of ClAiBS% 



\li^^x\''. i,.U 






A. *,. .* A ,. .mmnJL 



it: 



-— l*™.«Jli.^J!:^j 



( i 



*>- •^'*-v^ 
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u 



\ C. AVEvans 



Chief of Accounting 6-22-5A 

&ncX Fraud Section of 

the Dsvestigative Division, 



Because of the inadequate super- 
vision afforded the case entitled, 
•Uintah and TThite River Bands of 
Ute Indians vs# Unites States^ 
Court of Claias Kumber A5151f 
Court of Claicas** 




J* ?. 
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-A^*-ii'xw^: 



J, J^n^* :t^^.t^.2mt iiirii«fc,mii jlf* 



L.^- 



•V^" 



^X^ 



H 



MB, TOison 
2?* T, SARBO 



T/s^/sif, 



I 
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mRSCTOR*S HSfO OF 7/15/5^ MS T* COISMAM MDRSW3, 
COHHISSJOMm OF ZM7ERNAL RSTEMVE; 
Routing of in Xwesttgailvs Hivitlon 

This nemorandum is in regard %o the^Mrector's 
inquiry as io whether SA Courtney A* ^ans. Chief of the 
Aacounting and fraud Section, Investigative Division^ 
had seen the metnorandum dated July 15, XS5U, concerning 
the Mrector^s conversation Dith T* Col^Mn Andrews, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue t, 

jtfr« Rosen %as adpisird that he received only his 
tickler copy of the Director's nemorandtm and he does not 
recall having seen either the original or yellow file 
copy, Seither the original or yellow file copy bear any 
date'-time stamp or other indication of having been received 
in Hr, Rosen's office or in the Investigative Sivision* 
Mr, Rosen stated it ie his usual practice to send items of 
interest to the division's #1 Man and Section Chiefs with 
instructions that they "Please note," Re does not recall 
exactly how this particular item was handled but believes 
it was handled in accordance with his usual practice* 

Mr* Hnterrowd advises he did not see either the 
original or yellow file copy of the memorandxm in question 
but did see Mr, Rosen's copy* My reference to the 4ate-iiai« 
stomp, he determined that Mr, Rosen's copy loas received 
by Mm at 12:56 TM, 7/19/3k, Me believes possibly 
it come to him by routing slip from Mr, Rosen with the 
instruction to 'Note and return* but he does not recoil whom 
he sent it to, Mr, Mlnterrowd wrote his ovm name on the 
copy and iniiio^led through his name. Re does not recall 
sending the copy to Mr, Svans but states it is his praotiee 
at all times to route to interested Section Chiefs and 
Supervisors copies of memoranda iHai come into the division, 
particularly the Director's memoranda* Re pointed out that 
this practice is evid^Msed by the fact he wrote Mr, Jfoans' 
noMe on the yellow copy <f the Director's memorandum to the 
Attorney General dated 7/19/5U relating to the same subject 
matter, Mr* Mlnterrowd said that if he did not send Mr, 
Rolen's copy of the Director's memorandum to Mr, :svan8, he 
does not hnon *^y he failed to do so. 




CC - Mr. Mohr 




r 



i 



c ^ -^ 



# •• 



On 7/^3/5^ ^T* Svans »a« «ho»» *h« original » 
y*22ow copy and Mr, Rosen's Hokler copy of th» i>ireotor*8 
memorandum. Be stated he had not previously at any tW 
seen these documents. An examination of these papers 
discloses that none hear the date-lime stojf^p normally 
affixed to all mail received in Mr*, Jeans' section and Ms 
name has not been written on any of them, Mr, Evans 
odvised that he read and tnitiolled on 7/Sl/$H the yellow 
file copy of the Mreotor's memorandum to the Attorney 
General dated 7/19/5^ w^ioH had been routed to him* fhts 
wa« on the day following the I>lrector's inquiry of Hr, 
Evans as t0 whether he had seen the memorandum of 7/15/5k 
and two days after Messrs, Mosen and Vinterrowd received 
a copy of the Mreotor'^ memorandum. 



If you approve, Hr, Mason will advise the 
Executives Conference on Monday, July 26, 195^, that it is 
the responsibility of Bureau officials receiving memoranda 
and other mail containing ihformation of interest to 
other officials and supervisors to see to i* thot the 
inetructions :and in/orma«ion get dCwn to the worhlng 
level so that the people who need to Know will be promptly 
advisedm 
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Copy 73 



July 1, l$$k 



MEMOBANDUM FOR THE DIHBCTOR 
The foUcwlng. Special. Agents in Charge 'artrpi'e!Sfem3 y'*u u wotetiwu .^^,^ 



liiddx 



NAME OFFICE 

J. K. MvEoford' Dallas 



DATE 

2-11^5U 3-22-5U 



LAST .DATE OF UST 
INSPECTION EBCHBCK SEASON 



J. F. Santoians^ Portland 
Jr. 



2-2li-^!i 5-29-51* 






J. E. Uilnes St. Louis 'i-'i-'^h, 3-l-5Ii 



Recheck 

began 

6-29-51* 



4 



J. J. Casper New Haven 3-22-5U 2-10-51* 6-23-51* 



L. Blaylock iidianapolis 6-17-51* 11-25-53 






A. Cornelius, Jr. Salt Lake City 6-22-51* 32-21-53 



\0 

B9AUG, 31 




States, Court of Claims 
Ntonber 145751, Court of 
Claims , which was under 
his direct supervision. 



In view of the shoot- 
ing incident which oc- 
cured while an attempt 
was being made to appr&> 
hendl T 

— I — 



In view of the insuffi- 
cient supervisoiy attm- 
tion in the handling of 
the investigation — be 
Fraud against the b7c 
Government involving 
Brown and Root> whilb 
assigned to Houston. 

Because of the defi- 
ciencies in handling of 
the Anti-Recketeering 
invest igation T)ertain - 
ing tol I 



In view of the mishan- 
dling of the bank robb- 
exy investjgatictt con- 
cerning 1 



Jh view* of the bad Judg- 
ment exercised in not 
pronrptly advising the 
Bureau regarding the in* 
formation received in 
the Indianapolis Divis- 
ion indicating a 
possible leak of secur- 
ity indCormtion from 
FBI files. 

In view of his negli- 
gence and dilatory 
handling of the case 
entitled "Uintah and 
Fnite jRiver Bands of 
Ute Indians vs« United 



m 
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Copy 73 
E. J. Powers Ittami 6-25-5U 1-17-5U 



^ 



G. B. Norris ■ Phoenjbc 6-2«-5li ii-l-5U 






In view of his failure 
to completely carry out 
his duties as a Special 
Agent inCharg^. in the 
handling of iixo^investi- 
ga tion and apprehens ion 



of[ 



in 



the Miami-'Dlvislon, 



In view of a number of ^^^ 
serious derelictions in 
handling of the kidnaping 
case Involving victim 



SEAT OF GOVERNMENff OFTICIALS .(INOLUDIIIQ^ SECTION. CHIEFS) ON PHOBATICW 



NAME 



A* Kosen 



TITLE 



DATE 



E. H* Winterrowd 



Assistant Director 6-22-5^4 
Investigative rDlvision 



Number 1 Man in the 6-22-5U 
Investigative Division 



REASON 

Because of the sixth case in the 
past six months Involving lax 
supervision in the administration 
of the Accounting and 'TceAxi 
Section* 

Because * of the inadequate super- 
vision, afford^ki the case entitled, 
Wintah and White River Bands of 
tft% Indians vs. tfnited States^ . 
Court of Claims Number Ix5l75l>-V 
Court of Claims*'* 



Respectfxillyj 



J* P» Mohr 



\ 



TOr 



Mr. Harbo 



July 6, 19514. 



PROM: 



G, C. Gearty 



SUBJECTr SPECIAL CONFERENCE l-l-Sk 

SAC»S AND ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIALS 
KIDNAPPING SQTJAD 



Reurmemo to Mr. Tolsori 7-2-51f setting forth the fact that a 
special conference for SAC's'and Acbnihistrative Officers who had 
been trained in the Kidnapping Squad courses as well as certain 
selective" representatives at the Seat of Government had been held 
on 7-1-51+. 

For record purposes thiere is set forth below the identifica* 
tion of those who were in attendance at this conference. A copy 
of this memorandum is being designated for the personnel file of 
each of those who were in attendance at this conference* 



SEAT OF GOVERNMENT REPRESENTATIVES 

BOARDMAN, L. V. MOHR, J» 'P» i^-^eESl^TY, G. C. , GALLAGHER, R. J 

NICHOLS, L. B. PARSONS, D. J. WINTERROWD, E. ^J HUGHES, E. H. 

ROSEN, A. TPRXCE, P. tT, BRUGGEMAN, R. L 

TAMM, Q. MYERS, 0. P. 



BELMONT, A. H 
HARBO, R. T. 



(SPECIAL AGENT IN CHARGE) 



HOSTETTER, D. S. (SAC) 



(ASAC) 
(SAC) 



KELLY, J. J. 
SIMON, W. G. 
HAWKINS, H. 0. 
POWERS, E. J. " 
AUERBACH, R. D. " 
MALONE, J. F. " 
WHELAN, W. M., JR. " 
McINTIRE, P. H. 
MILNES, J. E. 



II 



NEWARK 
NEW YORK 
NEW YORK 
ATLANTA 
MIAMI 
SEATTLE 
LOS ANGELES 
SAN FRANCISCO 
DETROIT 
ST. LOUIS 



(ADM. OFFICER - #1 MAN) 

ALDEN, S. 
CASPER, J. J. 
BOSWELL, H. C 
BURKE, W. W., JRi" 
CHILES, M. P. 
"BRYCE, D. A. 
POSTER, J. B. 
SANTOIANA, J. P. " 
BLAYLOCK, L. 
WILLIAMS, W. H 



(SAC) 


KNOXVILLE 


tf 


NEW HAVEN 


ft 


JIEW ORLEANS 


Ri" 


LITTLE ROCK 


n 
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federal Bureau 0/ InV9»Ugation 



Tht MUT99U iM plta$$d io advi9* you thai y^u urt 
b^ing rtnovid /roM a prpbatiwuaru Mtatu** 

Stne^rtly y9ur»^ 



' 



Nichols 

Jbrbo„^ 

pafsoos 
Kostn H. 

Slzoo 



Jiir«9i§r 



CO - Mr^ So8$n (p^rtonal Aiieniion) 
Mov0M$ni ^ 

WackerJMn *• 



Crt 



&- 



rnstMi 



■» 

n 



CO ? •*=> 



0, 



AUDESDVUi By nenorandun daUd Q-Sd-S^ <t ^ni 5 ^ 
rtfconiundtd thai Mr* Winierrowd be ctn8ur0d % 'ss: 
for hta approval of a lAenorandum prepared ^n § j; 
ihe InveaiiadUve Diviaion in ike caee eniiil^ •♦" 
I l .wa»t XTSUTf Seeerier lohioh 

failed io ooniain any recoiiiker^dap}iinM\]f<or 
disG^plinary aciion* This recomendaiion is 
presently under considerai^^^mji^^iimiicz 
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DATE: (lotoier .5, 1954 



mu ; Hu floyton 






^wi*«i*?«^ 



SUBJECT: S, i^jo mUtmi 

Sk I. Hugo y{nterro»d m$ rdmi fm ik approwd 
Ed^Urn iiindf Sjuod lUt bmuu h was placed on Proiaf Jon 
toe 22, J954. StM$ reJioi/ed /roii "froiitton Ccfoter 1, 19SL 

rtot t/w o6owiioB«d 5i ie retBwed to ik iom mm Si 



i^.^r"-^*** 'M "if 




lS0CT13M//r^ 
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Q, 



J/r. S* ffttifo Ttniitrroted 

r^dtraJ Bureau of InvM»tig<xtien 







Tele. Roero, 



In conntctloi »Jih tA« /nt«r«*a*« Trans- 
pATtntlon ^af ^tul'sn Ifotor Yi hicltMi dtserier case 
involvino \ I o sitwaary %enorandun fe^fl 

»r«par«<? i»j ^«pte''^«^ SO, 29S4j &y tfte 5wperw<aor in 
Chargg nr iJfitf Iottr«tat« (Triiif* Tnit of *ft« Iflua^it- 
gatiV9 ^'iv<«fon resardling ih« unreaaenable 4e2ay en 
Tthe par* of fht Cincinnati diuiaion in 4!0Viplying mith 
certain bureau inairuotiona and a2th0ugh the dereliction 
of the Cincinnati Office waa clearly apparent no 
reeoymendation waa i'icluded in thia %e«orandun for 
appropriate adntniairative action. 

It haa been noted tliat you reviewed and 
approved the renorandu* in queation without taHng any 
aetion to correct the OMiasifin of an appropriate 
recommendation ani thia failure on yottr part uaa y^oat 
aerioua* Therefore, it ia expected ^hat in the future 
yen ysi2I giife nattera of thie nature c2oaer attention 
and talse the neceaaary aiepa to avoid any fw^t^fJI...^^.*^...-.. - - » 
occaaion for critician of thia type., ^ )^h ^ i> J^^t^^^ 

Yery truly .yeui^chmi 
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41^ 

JIC:cJn,''^r^ 
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John Sdgar W<\ouer 
' mr^eifOr 



CCt Pr. nosen ( Per a ona 2 Attention 
■ ig07j Gt ne lnn a ti ffoJcJ Qffi 90 
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Office M.6f7WfanduPl • united states government 



TO I Mp» Rosei^D' 
FROM I Mr» Winterro 



DATE: 



^ 



October 28, 



Beard man 

Mohf 




SUBJECT: 



^^ Special Agent 

xnt^eiiigence Division, St» Paul, Minnesota 



b6 
b7C 



ticttcrr^wd ^ 

HoLtofloaA M» 
Candy ^«»»^ 



Special Agent 

Intelligence Division, Chicago, Illinois 



Chicago 



Internal Revenue Agent, 

Illinois 



The Director has inquired as to where the attached memorandum 
to Olney in the .captioned matter dated October 21, 195i|'# was from 
October 20, 195^1-* until 7:1|3 P*M., October 22, 1951|.* 

m 

This is to advise that the memorandum in question was 
forwarded from this division on the afternoon of October 20^ 
I95I1-* after you had approved it and was sent to Mr* Boardman's 
office where if was received at 5:00 P«M. on that date* 

It was returned to me by routing slip from Mr* Scatterday 
and received at 6:0? P*M» on October 20, 195^,, inmy office* 
;Mr« Scatterday wanted me to call him concerning the memorandum, 
which I did* The memorandum was discussed with respect to 
whether all information had been made available, and this was 
clarified telephonic ally with Mr* Scatterday* 

In view of the lateness of the hour we decided that the^ 
memorandum in question should be redated, and this was done* 
It was redated for October 21, 19Sl^* 

On the morning of October 21, 19S^> I personally hand- 
carried the memorandum to Mc** Scatterdav^s office and it was 
stamped in Mr* Boardman's office at Qz$o A*M*, October 21, 19$k* 

No change was made in this memorandum other than to redate 
it for October 21, 195^> because of the lateness of the hour 
when the matter was discussed between Mt** Scatterday and me on 
October 20, 195I|.* ^^^..^..^^ ^_^, 



RECOMMENDATION: 



It is recommended that this memorandumibe^i'oriiMl&e^^ 
Mr* Boardraan's office* *' K ' , ^^. ------* 



Wk\ld 1 
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MESSRS? WIHTERROWD AND EVANS 11/5/5** 

A. HOSEK 



prepay ed-in-thft.J[nvestlg«ti?e^ivr8l^lFuhder~4ate^£^lte 
12^-^l^^W:4:cv_th»- ^AttoTnay>Gen*ral~di3rtharreaaa" entitled 
J _ __ _ | -"TiainraT;AIMSrimB-'GOVBmME»Tf 'BRIBBRY; 

COIISPJRACX," fEls aemorandaa nas prepared during ay absence 
from the city on May 12, 195^. 

'ph< ft M*«ftt'«y^«^^i_ftJlKmlj!lJlJffi »-Contain ed a specific 
indication that thfi_pplicftjt«LCOX<Eji»nfetgaydr^^^ 
l>e"Hefinitely JLdentlfiad by j^hft.Jureatt.-a»^pplylng-ta-the 

'-aqb^tieir i n , ,thia_jeaBe > Jihe stateiwnt on page four of the 

^emorandum.to.:the»effect^^&ai^tlie^den^ 

AAtm. appi^ttrinfrnn the ,f ingerprint-car48uapplyJLng.jfei.the_ 

I .1 ^ question, agreed..yi:th,i,nfor»ation concern- 

ing the subject of this caaevas~not /sufficient to* a^^^ 
anyone reading the aeiK>ranlum'or*thtf°iK>8sibility^that the 
records aightiaot apply-to-the^^^aae^ individual. 

ACTION TO BB TAKffli 

This matter is being cal|edtojffiiMuaJktention» in- 
order that you may. see toAt that in corresjwndence pre- 

the information is completely acc urate in eyery respect. 



iiai as *■^»«^ ««•<«*= 



ARsW 
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Parsons .»*«^ j^ 

JRoscg ^ , >* 

.SiZOO ,._ ,-- 4 

f iocerrdw 4 ,^ 






Tcl«*)Room^ 
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to*. ao<.>; 



rtOM 



Mr. Price 






^ ri'>a'\CO STATES .G<A'fa<.NMENT 



OATK. 9-29-514. 




SUBJECT : [ 



1 WAS.; 

'01 



ttr*SftSf A*E f RANSPORTATIOK OP 
STOLEN MOTOR VEHICLE; DESERTSR 



bo 
b7C 






with reference to tho Director's inquiry concerning the 
handling of this case, this Is to advise that as soon as the Investigative 
Division learned of SAC McParlin's illness and that this case had not been 
discussed with the United States Attorney (USA) at Columbus, Ohio, which 
fact was made known to the Bureau by Cincinnati airtel dated Septazaber 3# 
V^Sht and received in the Investigative Division on September 8, 195l4.f an 
immediate airteL^jras sent to Cincinnati advising the ASAC to cari^r out 
Bureau ins true tioiis;" ^^* " ' ' '^ 



bo 
b7C 



you will recall that[ 



n an Arxcy deserter, was 

1[" 



Involved in an automobile accident in Ohio in which two men were killed, 
while driving an automobile stolen at Detroit. The Ohio State Patrol took 
subject into custody and offered to turn subject over to Federal authoritie: 
for prosecution. He was interviewed by Bureau Agents and furnished a signed 
statement admitting his guilt. 

Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA) Loren G. Wlndom 
authorized prosecution on March 3I, \^9\t but on April 1, 195l4.f withdrew 
his authorization in view of expenses involved in guarding subject at the 
hospital. Tift matter was referred to the Department by Bureau memorandum 
of June 111., 195U* I^i reply to t^tie Department's inquiry, AUSA Wlndom sent 
a letter to the Department in which he claimed the reasons for declining 
prosecution as furnished to the Department by the Bureau were not 
con3pletely accurate and stated that prosecution was initially authorized 
upon an incon3>lete presentation of the facts by the Agent. be 

This izatter was checked into by Inspector Van Pelt, while in 
Cincin nati, who advised that the facts as furnished by the Cincinnati Off lc< 
and SA I I were factually correct, whereupon a letter was 

directed to the Department dated JUly 30> 195l4.> pointing out the 
Inaccuracies in theletter prepared by AUSA Loren 0. Wlndom. A copy of this 
letter to the Department <3^ated July 30, I95l|> was furnished to the 
Cincinnati Office with instructions that the SAC personally contact USA 
Hugh K. Martin at Columbus, Ohio, and point out to him the inaccuracies 
contained in his letter to the Department dated JUly 8, 195i|# ^Ich letter 



^s prepared4>y AUSA Wlndom. 



// 



£7-- 



T] 
\^%t and^Ai 
Cincinnati^, 

Attachiaent 
JDP:eck .. 



ss4'^afe \ 



3 matter was followed by the Bureau by^lrtt^Ofl AUl 
l5it 30, 195h.» when no Inforxnation had been rBO^lvejdL/'rom 



' i 



\ yii 



'^/ 



{♦ 




'' ■'-r^%Ar:J 




« 



By alrtel dated September 3, 195^ j received In the Investlga*- 
tive Divit^ion on Septexaber 8, 195^, the Cincinnati Office advised the 
Investigative Division for the fixst time that due to the illness and 
recunt ojperation of .Mr. McFarlin, the discussion of this case with USA 
Martin had rot been completed and It was expected that the SAC would 
xeturn about October !• 195^, An lirax;ediate airtol dated September 8, 
195^ J was sent to Cincinnati :instructiiig that the ASAC carry out the 
Bxireau^s Instructions in this matter and that the matter must be 
handled Immediately and the Bxxreau prc^ptly advised. 

By airtel dated September 13 j 195^* i received in the 
Investigative Division on September 17, 195^^^, Cincinnati advised x.'iat 
arrangements had been made to interview AUSA Windom at Columbus • Ohio, 
on Tup o day, September 21, 195^ j and that results of this interview 
would bo fxirnished to the Bxireau. On the same date, September 17* 
195^^, the Bureau advised Cincinnati by airtel that .Bureau instructions 
called for a personal contact with USA Hugh K. Martin at Columbus, Ohio, 
and not AUSA Windom. 

ASAC Obenshain discussed instant case with USA Martin on 
Monday* September 20, 195^, and pointed out the Bureau^s views concern- 
ing this matter. 

RECOMMENDATION 

In accordance \^lth the Director's instructions, there is 
attached hereto a letter to the Cincinnati Office Instructing that 
wherever possible all contacts with the USA should be liandled in writing. 

RECOMMENDED ACTIOII SUGGESTED .BY MR. ROSEN 

Upon receipt of the first explanation of this rrzatter, it was 
necessary to have it rewritten Inasmuch as it did not cof*tain any 
recommendation as to administrative action, 

1 am, therefore, recOMnendlng the following action be taken: 

1. The supervisor of the Iryter state Transportation of 

, Stolen Motor Vehicle Desky E. S.YHumphreys, failed to follow 
I! this .properly once he Issued inAructions that the United 

States Attorney be Interviewed: and should receive a letter of censure 

2. The Assistant^pecxal Agent/in Charge of the Cincinaatl 
Office, ASAC Obenshain, Xalled to follo^w this matter aib 
expeditiously as he should have under the circumsianct?s once 
the office was told to handle the matter. It shoxad UQt be 
necessary to Xollow the matter .ac we did once instructions v/ere 
Issued that the U. S. Attorney bo Interviewed. 1 recomraend he 
receive a letter of censure. 

- 2 - 



• # 



/htc^rstat^^ Grids' Uiiiti the Section Chi^ T ,or the CriTtilnal 
Section, F» LJ(Prlc0, and Wlntarrowd, all should renoi^p 
letters of coasxire Inasmuch as this cctom^j/ilcation ^ent 
through them and was Initiated by all of them without any 
recommended action being suggested* 
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^W1«W«C.^ 




TO 



7XOM 



Mr^ Tolson 
R. T. Harbi 



DATBt 9-j?S-54 



Ojjice l^emorandum • united states government 

■'^•■'■-fAj/ufl: 



tUBJBCT: 



I 



I 



\lNSPECTIOH - INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 
- , V[NSPECTORS B. C* BROWN AND J. E. NUGENT 
(^ \LUGUST 17 - SEPTEUBEB 21, 1954 




TNOPSIS 








LAST INSPECTION: ,y 

Last inspeci\on conducted 6y Inspector E, D, Uason, April 
and May, 1953, AGOounting and Fraud Section of Division was inspected 
March, 1954, and June, 1954. Becheck of that section mde during this 
inspection, 

OFFICIAI^: 

Assistant Director A, Bosen has been in charge of the 
Investigative Division as Assistant Director since 11-18-40. 
Principal assistants are: (l) E, H. Vinterrowd, No, 1 Man over the 
Criminal Section and the Accounting and Fraud Section and {2J J, R. 
Ualley, who is No, 1 Man over the Special Inquiry, the Employees 
Security and the Name Check Sections. 



EVALUATION: 



PHYSICAL 



CONDITION AND MAINTENANCE " ^^RY GOOD, 



The space occupied by the Division presents a neat and 
businesslike appearance and is generally well maintained. Conditions 
throughout the Division are somewhat crowded, with all available space 
being put to full and ef/icient use, ^his crowding is generally a 
Bureau-wide condition, for which no remedy is apparent in the foreseeable 
future, 

^ ^^ VEBY GOOD. 



INVESTIGATIVE OPERATIONS 

Of 

a towii- it/Z^.errSr^. o 
Three er^j^rs V/^suV 



^^' 



•o^ 



:^' 



6 



rti^f^ 




finding cases in the Criiihal SeoMpn r»ue<fl*tt 
l» }0>rfim irror of form^ercentag/'hf 6,8 

hrpif^d, two of wlfrcHiiref^ul'tf^JH recom- 
,.• _.^i^— __ ^- ^ •'- 'tAi'Investi- 



mendation/'^for adninistfa^ff/^ ac-f^fft^s to supervist 

Xttacfcient.EOR HCa*»^^l/^c,^jk;A.^^W^^{///,^^ 

118 OCT 14 1954 "*<*'£... 0. 




JEKKJ'^^ 




/or a percentage of 4,2, No errors o/ .2{.?ance i'rf/S 

Seo-binn Ai^tiiV^^^'C ^^^ Closed /ilea in the Special Inguiru 
Of 2 9 yo iJhltn^r''"''* o//or;», representing a perlentage 
X^ ^; ^^^^°*^<^ntiue errors were noted, Jievieio of 9q/» 



departmental Applicants 
Special Inquiry 
Ignited Nations 
■Atonic Energy Act 



Calendar Days 
Required by 
Bureau and 
Tield to 
Handle 

32 
20 
42 
37 



forking Days Working Days 

Required by Required by 

Bureau to Bureau to 

Msn Close 



i 
2 
2 
2 



recommended that efToUa h/^^t ^^ ^i ^^^^'}^^^ <^«V«> and it was 

Unit reautred to oomnilv.llli •«>//. r« apptars rtiucUon tn 

at the Bureau, both tnoilntna and ^7«!<»^ J In haniltng a cast 
«. Un. oons'u.,, », th'/Xr. '^t 'nl^.^ti/r.^lrazlTatXt''.* 



SAC Letter 8-17-54 inatrur^tlli^Ti^'l.''^'''^ ^*^^ calendar days 
cases past *?»e d^adiin^^nrf rf/**d'^^*2J'^*^'^**-^i' oonplete all 

attention to thestoc^UTstotio^^^^ *- ^*'" ^"^P'^**' 

number of reporU fr^%he filVrt^mZ^^-C *''l*^«°*«<i *o analyse 

»treaulining^ZVgsstions. ^ "'*'* ^'*"' *^ offering further 



ous 
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A division^wide delinquency check made on 8S5^S4 
disclosed the Division was managing to stay within the delinquency 

I rule except for the Name Checks Section^ which had 115 items 
considered delinquent in that they had been in the meotion over 
five days. This represents a 9.83% delinquency, as the section 
had 1169 items awaiting processing. Further checks made of this 
section, September 1, 8 and 15, indicate delinquency was 72, 51 and 
73, respectively. Replacement has now been received for 
research - analyst who entered Agents' class and delinquency has 
been reduced. On the average, name checks clear Bureau in two 
days, but this low figure results from fact about 90% of referrals 
%are no record" cases. Record cases require approximately ten 
\days to completely process. Principal difficulty experienced 
in processing record cases is in locating all required files, 
and items cannot clear this section until this is done. Section 
Chief indicated he will seek authority to raise deadline allowance 
from 5 to 8 days. Inspector believes S--day rule should be continued, 
\as increasing allowance to 8 days would practically eliminate the 
jdelinquency^ and might result in complacent, self-satisfied attitude 
'developing in section, and Section Chief was so advised. 



Accounting Control l>esk with over-all responsibility for 
accounting work and development of accountants set up pursuant 
to Director's approval on 3^22-54. Control records now complete. 

(Development of accountants being followed and desk is analysing 
over-all accounting situation in each field office, with view to 
anticipating bottlenecks and preventing undesirable situations from 
developing. Current facts are obtained from special section of 
monthly administrative reports of each field office and there 
will be no excuse for any untoward situation developing .in the 
Bureau's accounting work in the future. Bureau accounting course 
also handled on this desk is being brought up to date with project 
to be completed 11-30-64. One Agent and one Beview - analyst now 
assigned to this desk. Recommended, and Mr. Rosen agreed, to 
redetermine personnel needs after accounting course revision 
completed but not later than^ 11-30-54. 

Approved criminal informants 7-1-54 totaled 1619, as 
compared with 1300, 7-1-53. General tightening up on payments to 
criminal informants with field being required to more fully Justify. 
Total payments to informants in July, 1953, were $18,073.37, compared 
with $14,482.87 in July, 1954. Informants have been credited with 
locating 611 Bureau fugitives, including one of the "Top Ten" in the 
past fiscal year, and they have been responsible for the Bureau 
effecting recoveries valued at $623,034 in the same period. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE OPERATIONS VERY GOOD. 

The questions relating to selective supervision were 

(inquired into, and this subject is being fully presented: by 
separate mevtorandum for Executives Conference consideration. 
Principal points considered were: 

i* Whether selective supervision should be discontinued 
in favor of full supervision of all matters. 

2. Whether selective supervision should be discontinued 
and field instructed not to forward routine reports to. the Bureau 
in those cases now being selectively supervised (interstate 
Transportation of Stolen Motor Vehicle, /White Slave Traffic Act, 
Selective Service, etc.). 

3. Whether to continue selective supervision as 
presently constituted. 

Division streamlining comiittee functioning effectively. 
Total of 27 suggestions submitted with 17 adopted since last 
inspection. Time, Attendance and Leave records checked for three 
pay periods and no discrepancies noted. Recovaiended, and Mr. Rosen 
h agreed, that "policy folders^' maintained on the various supervisory 
\j desks be uniformly organized throughout the Division to show for 
if each desk: 

1. Established policy. 

2. Authorized exceptions to general policy. 

3. Potential policy. 

(a) Decisions on individual cases which may 
become future policy. 

(b) Decisions on individual cases which may 
be of benefit in handling similar cases 
arising in the future. 

4. Desk working guide. 

(a) Procedures followed which are peculiar to 
particular desk. 

(b) Guide to clerical procedures peculiar to 
the desk. 

5. Special Section. 
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<j j.^ ^A^^ ^^°^ /aiders are to be reviewed semiannually by 
Seotion Chiefs to insure ourrentness. 

Bureau rules provide incoming long-distanoe calls are to 
be placed only by an Assistant director or higher official or by 

oilx?^J''?,.«" S"*^'/.''? *"?'' ^•K*<'*«^'| ^"* »"-^«« approval has been 
obtained from Ur. Tolson's office, Bule on incoming calls provides 
they are to be handled by Assistant Directors or higher officials 
except when absent. Inspection survey reveals that in Julv^ 1954, 
calls were handled as follows: * 

Division Total ^^^ff^ ^^gf^ 

Handled by Mr, Rosen 15 ^ 

#i Uan 'interrowd is ia 

#2 Man Malley 1 "*« 

Section Chief Price 9 26 

Asst, to Price - Oscar Keep 21 25 

Superv, in Charge 0, F, Myers 15 22 ^^ 

MJQht and WeeX-end Supervisors 32 29 

L L #1 Man to Callan 20 

i>eGtion Chief Evans jS 

All others 12 22 

r ^^ ^^"^^n'f switchboard refers all incoming calls regardina 
Investigative DivisUn matters to Mr, Rosen's office, regardless 
of whether a call is received for other personnel, Mr, Rosen 
ptactitabllt ^^ ** ^^""^^^"^ incoainp and outgoing calls wherever 

PERSOSMEL MATTERS y^j^ qqqj^ 

126 Special Agents assigned. All completely available 
for assignment to any field office. Present complement of 
£>pecial Agent personnel is generally adequate, fluctuatino 
taitii^'li *;»/r*<'*" aecttons can be handled by temporary transfers 
Vnnnn tJ ^*^i'*?"*^ Porecast is Bureau will receive approximately 
10,000 fewer Atonic Energy Act cases in fiscal 1955 and if this 

\TpTJn''^rt'"' ** !i°"^^ ** possible to eliminate the position of 
#2 man (known as the Correspondence Desk) in the Special Inguiru 

lf^**«;'cJ /'*-,^*°^"^*7'**'^^ ^^ iaslston* 2?irec*or Rosen Igreed, 
rt.tLl.r,^ IV ""'i^ reeuaiuat* this position and present his 
ii-IS-13 ^* ** discontinuance not later than 

J^^ ^t»i»ion recommended the creation of an additional 

\\^liiVZ<tl •^'*r/\*^ ^^"' ^<^**"^ ^'^<f/^J' «* Assistant to Section 
nChief Price, and to be responsible for '^administration and 
\ coordination," Based upon available data, creation of this 
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|3«i"rr««^"*i''L|°;J|i°J/i* f "2 J«.«/«.d, -ond inspector 



RECOlOiKNDA TIOHSi 



it appear«''*J|^*io%*b;?«^*'o:j '{/« ^ocounting and Fraud Section, 
along the ifne and ?A« rL^n? Jw^^-^v*!^''!?"*"^ "^ '" supervision all 

probation tt tlit\i^V^^''* director Bosen be revtoved /rom 

probation f^ tfcirif./""/* ^""doffinterroud be removed from 

/ro» profcalion a?Xr«;/''*f Courtney A.Uoan. be removed 
June S2, iTsT »leliAJti^t\ ^^ """* ^■^*'*'*^ ^^ probation on 
0/ c coLrt Of' cilZyiltV/ **^«"*^ ^^ inode^uate supervision 

, ^i^ieionJij^r^^^^^^^^^^ VetTe'r?''''' ''' ^^^nistrative 

f 






r. 



-6.- 




r 



,•-'> 



4. Five Supervisor*: in- Charge have been recovmended 
by separate nemorandum, for consideration for promotion' when 
opportunity, presents itself. 



a^-^l/ 






' 5, It is reGomnended that the attached' letter 
summarizing the inspection findings and removing Assistant 
director Rosen from probation be sent toMr» Bosen 
approved,. 



iA 






PBRllMEUT BRIEFS OF PERSONIIEL FILES OF WINTERROWD 
AND EVANS ARE ATTACHED. 



I 
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nS^BSt WIKTBH^, £VAHS AND [BANSTAO # ll/IdM 



A, HOSBR 



I 



* va., F0OITIVS 

8SLBCTIVS 8ERYICB ACT, 19^ 

In connection with the above-entitled matter Jlifli- 

supeyyisiOH-affQljded this case, by the^ -Accounting- and ypaud 
Sec.t;ion^\ias«unsati8factoryrT[tL^sJje.ea-noted-that--althongh 
the^jiecial-Agen^i^aaxcfl. Of «ie Detroit Diylaion was avare 
thatJthu&.>l«ttt»of]____Jf in vieW^^f tlwir bacJjground and 
host,ile attitudeTwuld do .iui>1;hin|j:.iol?rote<it the, subject 
and to lnte?r0r^Jidth;;tlW,3areallli Jirreatigation, neither the 
Special Igent in Charge nor the JUsisltant Special 'AgeHt^ln. 
Charge adorned personal on-the-sceneiupervlsii9n,oveif''ttie! 
se«jihJiarrant-in..An.*f tort-to-locate ^and-apprebend -the fugitive, 
nor did the JnyestigatiVe. Division. question this jfailure. 

! 

Moreover, 'notwithstanding the fact that the agents 
participating in the execution of this warrant and the subse- 
quent search of the residence of the subject's parents did a 
most conpetent job, the Investigative-Divtsion-Xailed to-'In- 
itiate action to recogMznEEe coaaendable^aanner in which 
the participating agents discharged their responsi'bilities. 



b6 
b?! 



7herefore^ in view of the foregoing, I shall expect 
youjbo sjee-io -it that in the :fttture personnellmaer your 
supervision are nore alert to their ^responsibilities and oore 
aggressive in the performance 4>£,their duties in order that 
there will be no need fo^.,jie.to. eoamuhicate again with you 
in this regard » 



AB:Wtf 
(8) 



><^ 



Boafdtta«^«^ 

KtcUU ,<M««- 

MAf , ^,,, 
Parsons „^.,^ 

^*'»"*.jji-LU.rai.. 

^Izoov,, .„„„■■ 

Viawrrow^ ,^ 
Ttle. Room ^ 
HoI^Ofloa^ ^^^ 



cc - PersonneJJEUes^of t 
Wlnterrow 
A/ 



C« A^ s?ans 
^» Ranstad 



.v^ 






sSDEcioia 



^'^* 



si' 



d-^'' 



w^^m. 






Office Msmoratmm^ 



TO 



moM t 



(DBJBCT': 




UR» TOLSOn 



-R. r. HARBO 



SECURITY CHECK 




UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



DATB: 10/6/54 



)Bo*r4oMin 




i%^„M.i-^."^/^/!s "-"?v^^l/;:J''^f;^^ j*^r.ri.j"ss?..„ 






Boom 4261, which 
nativ e Division 
ioa3 in 



t 



i^ «..»«y J V ?? ^'Jt" iO/5A4, a file cabi 
IS occupied by the Stenographic Pool o f the 
wos found unlocked and the work box ofF^ 

reUiilUallTo^ 2'?/';^ ^"^ conta»W7Ja^?rTaI concerning 
r^vnue;^^v^ation of an Ato7;iio Energy Aot^ADDlicant /-n*?^ Th^ 

^t? -iocT^d on */iat day was that of cX ^ 

s^<ited thjjt, to the best of her k/oJ iedge, all file cabi nets' 

this roovi loere locked at the close of business on tha± i^lt^ 

hc^r^ever, through inadv^rtance this Ubinetnal not hale ' 



V 



he 



in 



er- 

lo'cfred. ger superuisof^^rances Valsh, 
t/i« cqfijoet might ha^e been opened by a 
s^plojfTc^^fter it h7d been locked. 



nay 
points 
Loc 



, <■ J^r, &, U, Jfinterrowd, -^nber 
ITkr^ctor Rosen, Investigative Divisia'^ 
•^rat^iv^ 'action in this matter, but thxt 
tJ;iQ^eviplpyees of the Stenographic and Typing PooU o' i-h^ 
gnUve mvision, as it haa'be^en done in^the^pait/thU it 



security 



absolutely essential all 

am that employees be doubly certain tha 

are locked when the roans,, are closed for 



measures be 
t all 



been properly 
out the possibility 
Clerk or other 

e man^ to Assistant 
has recommended no adminij/^z^ 
s [being stressed to ^ 
"" -^^^ Investi^ 
is 







niOOlSJENDATTm^ : 



'^trictly observed 
aoors and cabinets 
night. 



(I) 



^. 



C.tn^f 



iiary 
(2)/ France s'Si Walsh, 




Aw .?^ 



zc 






Censure* 



m 



* r I 1 




/ 






r " 



wmm 



•# 



•f 



''"Memorandum, to Ur* Tolson 
Re: Security Check 



10-6-64 



(3) That Z. S^hWinterrorod, who ia in charge of the 
iStenographio pool of the uiyvestigative Division, be censured. 



A 



^ 






J' 






^/P 



J>ERMANE1/T BRIEFS ATTAGSEL 
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0P« Memorandum • v^nixed statls 



TO 



rsioM 



yr 



"'"''''[fJijdjJS^ 



H. l» 



Sdioarda'' 



.1/ 







o 



fUBjBCr; 



yon 






S/sv>r...... 












Sijir outftO'-."- J-' --H „„ tnliOJuea " '-;V,„tto5 6V "urea" —7- j,, J 
nr««fPta**<''^.y^t*h is waiter and ^^•^•'TlKer »a« dtrecteti-^o *'**-ttorne| 



y coni 

on tAi 

4 ir-^i 



>l ^^' 



x^^ 



SAC UcFarlin had been absent fr on duty on siek leave following an opera- 
tion and toas not expected to return to duty until about 10/1/S4;, This 
air^tel tecs received at the Bureau on 9/d/S4 and on the same date Cincin^ 
nati vxxs advised by Bureau air-^tel that Obenshain should handle the inter^ 
viehf immediately and advise the Bureau the result. Cincinnati air^tel of =* 
9/13/54 advised the Bureau that arrangements had been wide for Obenshain 
to interview Assistant ff. S. Attorney Windom on 9/21/54. Upon receipt qJ^ 
this air-'tel at the Bureau on 9/17/54 Obenshain was instructed by Bureau 
air^tel of that date that the interview should be with U. S* Attorney 
tartin and not Assistant U. S. Attorney Windonu The interview with Martin 
was conducted by Obenshain on 9/20/54 and the Bureau advised of the result* 
by Cincinnati litter of 9/24/54. j 

The Director has instructed that in view of the inaccuracies inJ^ 
Windom*s letter to the Department and the position of U. S. Attorney UdYT/'^ 
that there was an honest difference in recollection as to the interviek 
when prosecution was originally authorised by Windortt, the Cincinnati Of/ice 
he instructed that wherever possible all contacts with the office of the 

^ S. Attorney in Columbus be handled in writing. A letter to Cincinnati 

I that effect is attached. 

Ur. Rosen by memorandum of 9/29/54 recommends that ASAC Chen-- 
shain be censured for failing to follow this matter as expeditiously as 
he should have once the office had been told to handle the matter. JHe 
also recomwiended that Supervisor Humphreys be censured for failing to 
follow this matter properly after he had forwarded instructions to Cin- 
cinnati that the U. ^S. Attorney be interviewed. Jfr. Rosen also pointed 
out that the memorandum prepared in the Investigative DiiHsion covering 
this natter by Supervisor in charge Pope did not originally contain any 
recommendations for disciplinary action in this matter and, accordingly, 
he recommended that Agent Pope be censured for this omission and that 
Section Chief Frank L. Price and Ur. Rosen^s A*umber One Man, E. H. Winter- 
rowdj also be censured since they approved Pope^s memorandum. Mr. Belmont * 
(for Ur. Boardmanjand Mr^ Nichols have concurred in all of Ur. Rosen^i^ 
recommendations. 

COUUBNTS AND RECOWJENDATIONS OF THE ADUINISTRATTYE DIVISION: 

(1) That the attached letter of instruction to the Cincinnati I 
Office be sent. ^ * 




m It is felt tkat ASAC ^^^^f^Lf '4 i/crari'rLroS'^^cit 

IZve and unaVaiiable to i?t'*^X iXreau^ tMa lituaticn ^^til hUatr'tel 
Attorney. Me did not advijj^ iMl'^ZTdate of th* Bureau's instruction. 



Obenshain, 



n^. 



\ 



\\v 






( 




f'- 



I 



is) nth respect to the Sollo.^^^^^^^^^ 
m^yhreys in the Investigative f^V.^Jj" ** *at"d tMa co.. had been at 
tTTether the agent who ^''^^1"^"^ ^'^Hani^^! l^tt^rn^y Windon^ had been 
fault in presenting the flatter *^ f^Jf^J^^J ^> t^e results of the Bureau's 
^Turnined, the Departr^nt ^/J^'''l^^/'^l,l%ncinnati Of/ice to set the 
inquiry and all that remainea ^^/l'' ^'^toilow-up air-tels were sent to 
rrl^ Attorney straight in the »^**%- /^^^'i^J'^.S^C Obenshain finally an- 






,c^ .^-:.^.<-^<^' > ^ 






-3- 



^- 



(Over) 



W»— !■ 




(4) The Adnini strati ve Division recommends that Supervi.^or Pope 
be censured for hia failure to make a recommendation in his nemoranduvi as 
to disciplinary action and that Messrs. Price and Winterrowd be censured 
for not having this oviission corrected. 






^ 



./ 






i 



.<* 






(S) It is also noted that the Department ioas not advised until 
6/14/54 of the fact that^AUSA Windom had withdrawn his authori:fation and 

(Over) 



fcf i ^^ 



PFRUANENT BRIEFS OF THS PERSONSSL FILES OF ASAC OBENSHAIK, SAs HUiiPHRETS, 
POPE AffD PRICE ARE ATTACHED, 



- 4 - 



... „«o„ ...re/or -;:\/^^'lr;t^^^B^^^^' 

',L*://J«""P.r"t»or. ^uC .«»«ruct.on ...» 

to (7tnctnnot<. ^^ > J, 
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Office M.61TlOTaflduPl • united states government 



J 



TO 



ROM 



•UBJBCT: 



MR. BOS 




E. H. WINTJHROT 



P^ 



DATBi January k$ ^i^ 




FBI INVESTIGATIVE JURISDICTION >/ITH RESPECT 
TO TREASURY -DEPARE4EWT I-IATTERS 



Ai^C~^.<' 




-The writer a»ji^Siip.©r.3Si^r A 



• i^k^^ 



i-l 



^m>?^ 



-SJ«J£aJl5-Jia^rJy;©.4-vaut-^lg»s'es /J 



of^3ES«iStB^5t-i;u^m;!Jtme.nt^j>Qr;s^ ,J£BI XWR.AhQ 

remalnde,r-.9f..the fl^cial yeara955-.ana,XQr Jthe-,Xi5C.al ,yi3ar-X956*.,. 
In ^l^'"i^gjir>r°>^"^"^ •pr^PPr^c^ ^^ ^^Q r bguest o f Mr. Tola on dated 
J«2Wa£2™Il33SSZ^^3^h^ attochexi,^nE^ogrspirpar^:^og>as 
o^gglfiSEed. hy, the-^^rj-ttsr-and^upoy vis ux' . ij,jjgaaiUy%j;j ' 1 1 'afyparetit' in 
the la^jb^par^graph xjf'^i^B'^tr.exaDT^ InMSAXi^^^x^ 

we^re|sja^§d .to. |ii§ XJLscal.year 195k* ^^ should JaayeTEeen-a^^i?. 



T&t§...^J3?Ar^4^a.-x>v^rlooke4i.l5y-the w^ 
McGrath, I believe, as.ja xjaault..jaf^.^ur.desira to .zaaKe ^C9rJc^^ 
-^JTO^r.^ures'subrtiitted throughout the^ memorandurja .^fj-ora ^courate* 
These Hgures Hj&rjQljh.ec^ by ^Ir, 4^cGrath i^uid, 

therreB^fiiar, aJTter r^oceiving the mertior^jadim.Xrom Supervisor ilcGrath, 
I checkg^J:;ii£..^£iSMrja^# 

Si2ic§.Jthal^-*4ne, this mornirxg^^jlanUaOlJkiuJLS^ 
Supervisor McGrath and myself hms.^as^in.Jiii^QkB^ the -fisurj^-S.,^^,^ 
the''ve^t:^^*t*l>T^'*7!:^ have ^found-them to be a.cAuriite^ 

I sincerely regret the oversight on the part of Supervisor 
McGrath and myself in not catching the error in the designation 
of the fiscal year In the last paragraph of the memorandum. Eull ^ 

^*''.,^-^--"""The attached memorandun of January 3, lt^5a©wlij9^§;S,n_the 
'^ ' typographical error appears, has been corrected 

Attachment . 

T.tnr/ V. ^^1^ '' ' loers submitted, the ih(fdt^^t,ien<?.^:,jo^io^.,t8\ 
Em/vh , VhT,*. . . referred to, namely th-e^fiscfl-vear-lSS^rWhtch 

^^f ' ' should have been 1955, should not have occurred 

., , , 1? . . r,* * * on their part, nor on my part^- ^ . J . rff cfti^tend 
cc Adminis/rative :Diva.sion 2eitera^o/.^oensur.e^x>r Messrs, Min!±e^j}wd, 
EFx IAM TR 1Qi;^' ' ' ' UoQrath, and myself • P ;,=^--~— - 

- The inaoGuraoy contained in this memorandum is ytyp ic^il of 
the too frequent inaccuracies that Are appearing in tteJtt»xando.E^aj:^il' 



« r(**m 



\' 



nniii'riff-J ../S^^ 



1/4/55 - Although iie$$re. ^^J^Vl^f^i^j ^P^ 
UoGro^h carefully chehked th^fiyutbe teihtch 






r 



•J 



i--^ 




"0 



r 






% 



% 



ihaye di^ouz^ed ihe necessity for avoiding these inaccuraoies with 
Messrs. Rosen, Belmont and Vinterrowd, and then find nyself guilty 
of failing to note same when they do appear. I, therefore, recoimend 
that I be censured, and I concur in Rosen^s recommendation that he, 
Winterrotad and UcGrath be likewise censured for failure to either 
carefully prepare material or to carefully review material prepared. 

LVB 
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WINTERROWD, Earl Hugo 



#12U51* 



RADIOGRAPHIC REPORT 



STAFF CLINIC 



Age 38 Sex Male 



Complete Spine> tTinbo Sacral Joints & Hips 
Exanination requested. 

H-23-5U 



ll-2U-5b 

Examination of the entire spine, sacro-iliac Joints and hips . air are normal'. 

crh/e 



C. R* Hehkelmann 
LT MC USN 



&5 DEC 311954 




^^'"^WANWwb 



V^ 



^ 
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Office M.efnoranaum • united states government 



I. 



TO 



Mr. Rose 



i- 



DATS: 1-20-55/ 



7KOM t Mr# Ma 










iUBjEcr: NUMBER ONE MAN E* H. WINTERROWD 



This fts^o advise that at 8:30 a.m., today, Mr. Winterrowd 
called to let you iBqow that on advice of his doctor he will remain 
at home today and tora>w?ow. The doctor advised him that he has a 
serious case of the "f ihil and it would be best for him to stay at 
home and take proper medlci^on at least the rest of this week. 



V 



RAA/lh 
(U) 



,a^^ M^€b'^f<^ 






^ / / 






" A, / RECORDH) . MI [i?-y-fg^^a-a^ 





8JAM31195S 









Numb^fi^d 



I.? 



-i ttits*W**»1tit\ 



,6#K2b .. 




^ 



m 



January SO^ 19SS 





Mr* S^ Mugo Vinterrowd 

Aparimttnt A 

aiOl Suitland firrac^^ Southeast 



MOhf 






Dear Mtm Sfinterroiodt 

X QM Borry to learn 0/ your illMoa 
and X want to let you inorn that I am pereonally 
concerned^ -^* 

Tou must oonaGtentiou^Xy follow your 
doctor ^B inatruotiono and re/rafn from pcrfoming 
any of your of/iotal dui^teB unttJ^ you are oo^pZetely 
rBooverodm 



M 



\ 



9ith ho'at wUh9i, ' 

-J. .Edgax^, hoover 



1 



coi iir* Hoaen (JP^Gj 



MW/md J 
(5) ^H 



X 



mm « FBI 

i ^^ JM[L£D31 

5 5 JAN 21 1955 




.■/ 









o , cr 




i 
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February 1, 19SS 



PERSONAL AND VUUnMhTIAl 



Itr. S* Sugo Winttrrotod 

federal Bureau of Investtgatton 

f^ahington, jJ# C* 



BelfDOfit - -^;^x-. 

Tel*. Room :,,^^ 

Holloouo 

Oaftdy 



2?ear lfr« Winterrcwd: 

It has recently cone to the attention of 
the Bureau that an agent under your superuieion 
prepared a memorandum, to the Attorney ffeneral under 
date of January S8, 1955^ in connection w ith the 
Mxaeac hueetts State Prison riot involving I \ 



Land others^ and this memorandum contained 
phical errors as well as a mistake in grammarm 



It has further been observed that you reviewed this 
memorandum and approved it for the Investigative 
Division }oithout detecting these errors and ordering 
their correction^ 

It is evident that you did not afford this 
matter proper suoervision^ Hereafter^ you will be 
expected to exercise more care and attention to detail 
in your review of official correspondence so that there 
will be no further necessity for the Bureau to conmuni-- 
cate with you in this regards 






^^' 



^ 



Very truly yours. 



i^M&^r fioov«^. 



b6 
b7C 



John Edgar Jjooven 
Directof 



iV 



Jtr. Rosen (personal Attention) 



;J 



1J5fEB 419 









CO 



CO 

"TO 



ii<4UiJ 



^l*irJ: 



Ojpce rAemorandum • united states government 



TO 



VKOM t 



•objbct: 




DATi: January 26, 

1955 



s* 



iiUXAi.Ti OP aiPLOYESS OP THE UNITED 



Jkfbo ^.. 
i4obf ,,.,^-.. 
)P*rsoos ..^ 

Tet«. Room 

Hott^MMA . 



b7C 



Thar. J, .ttach.d h.reto a dstkilBa-Semorindij s.uing forth: 
Offioe In his report whloh was tranamlttod toWW.au. "^'o^' 

thro. pag. '!Lt^Sf"'^r/2SSS??:l%^*S^.*J^'Ji^aS^ a'^'trs'iiS V'^""' 
meat and at the Detroit Office. imoiroant at the Seat of Govern- 

(3 
report of SA 
Govemraent, 

incorporatid^e?liST"'^^^^°''^ oonoerning admlnistratWe action are 
Administrative Di?iSiom *^^ »«™orand«n has been furnished to the 



H"^^?*^i"°?''?v'***®^ ^'* details of the handling of this 
I l^o*^ at the Detroit Office and at the Seat of 




7^7/' 




Attachment -i . 
co: Administrative •Diyisi^h »L ' 
Mr. Nichols ' . 



Mr. Donohue 



DWB:rec,.'' 
(9) 



^!/^Ai3 



JRoom ia;3) 

> 1 V, ,^ 









* ^/* 




*^> 



?? 



Office Memorandum • united states government 




DATBx 1-26-55 






•CBJBCT 



LOXAUrX OF JEMPLOYKBS OP THE UNITED NATIONS 

AND OTHER PUBLIC IITrERNATIONAL olSAmXTIONS - Ih 



Tftttin ^„^, 
Sizoo .i„.i,.i, 

TeU. jRoora 
HoUoflM* 



b7C 



The Instant case relates to mattar in the DfttY^nif n^f*^^A *^^ * 

.mproDerlv labAiA^ I ^ ut^IvL ?. F^^^ herein 

Ps oeing on a list of Comrtunlst 



an Agent -improperly labeled 
Party (CP) meabers. 

The Following: Corrective Stens Have Been Takftn . 

1-21^-55. The 5^ini3 ^rth^J^fn if ««? ^^^K^^^ Mclntire at Detroit on 
memorSdum. ^^^^^^^ of this interview have been set forth in a separate 

bo 
b7C 



(CSC). has^blLn-Tm^jrrSTTl^-^-' ^«"f^^ Counsel, Civii Service Commission 
lSfSf^iation^^2r,i^^^S^^a.22rri°5SL2?2fi^-'^ti»5 report containinr.-hh± 






(3) 



Washington attorney Tor 



S^Sl?VA-»^,^J!SM^i Op-^^^^^^ 



— » 



matter of a separate communication. 

adjusted iisUnllrolVdi'ret^er^^^^^^^^ and has 

ment with referencr?o*J?T "?f^« ""^^ ^^ Detroit and at the Seat of Govern- 
acertSS\SlfgS?"S!slSflSa?!SS^hl§Pg|?J"§ig?oSf^|tJJ^^ i? ^^^.}o " 
tion has occurred, corrective steps w?l? Sa?r?o bj f^kenf ^ ^^^^e^na- 

also been ili'^eai^^^^rrt^" Sffl^ 'oZfrTo'ctlrl^'ol ^t^lli.l'r'alitlr!''' 
previously furnished to them on a name check request on 12-12^°" 



138-28IfO 
Attachment 



cc: 



Administrative Division 

Mr. Nichols 

Mr. Donohue, Room 12lj.3 

:j>^V^/lh ^^^^ 




'.;?• 



»i * f 






r 




TT-1 had working for him an informant known as l This 
inforinant furnished to TT-1 a three-page list which consisted of names of 
individuals, their addresses, in some instances their occupation, and in 
some instances the names of organizations and their addresses* There was 
a penned notation on pages 1 and 2 of this report which was as follows: 
"Further authentic CP list." We have the original of this list at the 
Seat of Government. It was received at the Bureau on 6-12-li.6. This list, 
in accordance with the procedures followed in 19U6, was Photostated. Upon 
completion of the Photostats, the original was placed in the file and one 
Photostatic copy was transmitted by a form letter to the SAC at Detroit 
by JB. H, Winterrowd, who then was a supervisor on the Communist Party 
Desk. It is noted that the transmittal fona letter, 7-16-l|6, serial 
100-235070-2714-, listed copies of reports by other Informants of TT-1. 
This infonaation upon receipt by the Detroit Office was initialed for 
filing. The initial on the serial in Detroit contains the letter "w." 
Detroit states that this is the initial of former Special Agent Charles 
Noone. In addition to filing this conwunication, a lorm dissemination 

tmemorandtim was prepared under date of 7-l8-l|^6 by the Detroit Office and 
was initialed for filing without any action taken by Charles Noone. This 
dissemination memorandum, according to the Detroit Office, appropriately 
described the instant communication which was received from the Bureau 
for the purpose of disseminating this information to the appjropriate case 
file. Consequently, the dissemination memorandum was not acted upon other 
than to have it filed yj th. no nQitXaXLJiBkm$ Detroit also advised that 
in addition to their failure to take any action on this matter at the 
time it was received in the Detroit Office, they also failed to index all 
names appearing on the list. Thisiwas not done until l|-i|-53. 

T!tie indexing which oc curred in 1953 came about as a result of 



Special Agent ~| discovering that this list of names had not 



been indexed, ne requesrea vnkt it be indexed and It was so done and com- 
pleted on l|.-Ij--53# 

All of the above action took place prior to tne investigatio n 
which was instituted in the instant case involving! i.^ 

_j-i^t- -s.._A._^ _^jj-\^ ^ ^ —^^ ^^ i» L^. . — . — ** — ^^ r tab 



viiich was conducted with reference to a Loyalty of Employees of the . ^^ 
United Nations investigation • 

^e Following is the Handling V/ith Reference to the Instant Case, After 
the Investigation Was Instituted . " 

Special Agent ! [ was assigne d the instant iny esti 

gation. One of the references given by applicant was i I 

A file check of the Detroit orXlce resulted in two references being made. 

b6 
b7C 
^2- k>7D 



t 



% 



available to I J one being a 100 reference which consisted of the 
List of names neretofore described, and the other a 66 reference which 
was a plant inforaaiant file. The 66 reference wa s marked by an employee 
in the Chief Clerk's Office«not pertinent^ (NP)#> \ [ then prepared 

//his report setti ng forth the resul ts of his investigatio n, includ ing 
//an interview vithi L Tv. uiZ >.^^^>.^ ?^o^^ i' * vt ^ 

recounts that I . 



Detroit, Michlg&ft, advised that he had known Mr. 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 



for the past 



20 years* He said their mutual interest in the boat building business 

caused tnem to have frequent business contacts until about 19k9 when 
Mr» . . . ^ -. . -r 

Mr. 



went to work for the Government* He said he regards 

o. ^ ,, ^« ^ ^^ of good character, unquestionable loyal to the United 

States Cxovemment, and that he associates with people of good character* 
He said he has not seen him in the past five years but i/oald recowraend 
him for a position of trust* 



to inco rporating 
] Agent I 




In addition 
interview with r 

obtaine d from the list in QuesTTon 
name of | 

describfio^ay T-JL as an authentic list of 
^^^ 1 -- „ [ should not have incorporated 
not call for the 66 plant file which 

was a plant informant 
this regard in 195l* 



fact that 
been contacted 



L^_6 

I 

in 



the results of his personal 

ted information idiich he 
the effect tnat the 
hlchlgan, was on a list 
CP members. This was in error 
the latter Infomation. He did^^ 
woxad have made him aware of the 



of the Detroit Office and had 
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Supervisor 
was transmitted to tne bUt^dau* 



approved this report and it 
upon irs receipt at the Bureau, super- 



visor David W* Breen reviewed the report and approved it for transmittal 

to the Civil Service Commission. The Civil Service Commission has been 

furnished with corrected pages of the report so tnat its records are 
now correct* 

THE FOLLOWIKG RECOMIlbMDATIONS ARIjI SUBr^rfTED; 

(1) Former Special Agent Charles/Noone improperly handled the 
material upon its receipt in Detroit when/he initialed this xaaterial for 
filing without having it properly indexed or without properly insuring 
that it was disseminated to individual case files* No action can be 
taken against him. However, a copy of this memorandum snould be placed 
in his personnel file. 

1/26/S5 - 

^ode IfP^^not pertinent^' - sounds Jike a dangerous 
practice for clerical employees to indulge in. 
I have asked Inspection Division to conduct 
research to see if this has ever been .authorized 
by Bureau for field utilisation. 

LVB. 



-> 



t 



% 



H^^ttoranduitt to Mr» Rosen 



(2) SA I ^ , I ^ imp roperly handled this oaee. 
He should have been aware Jthkt \ I was a plant informant. He 



should have questioned the list whioh he utilized^ which list con-* 
taine*d the names of persons who obviously were not Comziiunist Party 
members* He did not question this list and interpreted the notation 
..which had been placed there by the informant to mean it was a member- 
"- ship list when obviously it was not so, but was a mailing list* It 
is reconmended that he be censured^ placed on probation for 90 days, 
that he be taken off applicant work to which he is presently assigned, 
that he not be utilized on any applicant or security work or any involved 
case until he can adequately establish that he is qualified to handle 
such matters* He should be given close supervision and transferred to 
a smaller office where he can be given closer supervision* 
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(3) SA | i svqpervisor handling applicant 



b6 



matters, initialea tnis report and approved it for transmittal to the 
Bureau* SAC Mclntlre does not believe that the supervisor should be 
held responsible for having approved this report inasmuch as he cnecked 

Jit to see that all leads had been covered and that the report was 
prepared in proper form* He did not believe that the supervisor should 
be expected to check back on the information contained in this report 
to insure that it was accurate* The SAC states that the obtaining and 
reporting of accurate information is the res ponsibility of the Agent 
andhe_t^c«nmended no action against [ j It is reccwamended that ^^'^\ 
SA l [ receive a letter of censure for his failure to properly I 
indoctrinate men \mder his supervision to correctly check files and to ! 
properly evaluate information contained in the files* Inasmuch as this i 
was vinder his supervision, he should be held responsible. j 

(4) It is retoramended that a letter of censure be sent to ' 

SAC Mclntlre for his failure to recognize that It is the responsibility ^ 

of his supervisors to insure that matters within their Jurisdiction | 
are properly handled and, consequently, he should have recomraended 

adninistrative action ratner than to recommend against it* | 



- h- 



f 



% 



M«ttorAnduiQ to Mr» Ro8«n 



(5) HugoXwinterrowd transmitted a copy of the original 
infoxviant list raoeiVed in 19^6 to tha Detroit Off ioe by form letter* 
This was the procedure followed at that time* The form letter is such 
that the Detroit Office could have asked further questions if they needed 
any clarification* I do not recommend any adoalnistratiYe action against 
Winterrowd* 

In riew of the failure of ^ the Detroit Office to take action' 
on the form transmittal which it had received from the Bureau^ it might 
be desirable to check into our present procedures in transxaitting Bureau 
informant reports to the field* I so 'recommend that this be done* 



(6) Supervisor David W#)(Breen, who handled the matter at 
the Seat of Government, had in his po ssession only the information 
set forth in the Detroit report of SA | [ It is the sole responsi- 
bility of the field office submitting the report to adequately describe 
derogatory information relating to references given by the applicant* 
No check of Btireau files is made concerning references* This procedure 
of not checking references through Bureau files has been the subject 
of previous memoranda and has been approved on a number of occasions 
because of the prohibitive cost involved in checking ail T^ferftn^fl 
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Superviaor Bre en advises that he had no knowledge of the _^ 

I I as to sise or importance* Although he did not recognize 

this company, it would have been desirable for him in this case to 
request Detroit to verify the information submitted* This would have 
been an exception to the procedure required but it might have disclosed 
the error in the Detroit Office* In view of this, it is recommended 
that a letter of censxire be directed to SA Breen so that in the future 
he will be alert to similar situations* ^^ 



(7) The Detroit Office advised tnat clerical errors wnich 
occurred in tnis case caxmot be traced to any individual inasmuch as 
the clerical errors wnich occurred in I9i|<> cannot be attributable to 
any employee as there are no identification marks on any of the serials 
handled* Mclntire states that the initials of the clerical employee did 
not appear on serials in 19l|6* This is cnanged now and clerical employee'^ 
initials do appear* 
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Office tAemorandum 



• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



7KOM I 



tXTBJECT 



MR* ROSE] 



B.H. WINTERRO 




DATB: February I4, 
1955 



Tobpa^ 

BeZuKXDt^ 



TELEPHONE CALLS 

AFTERNOON OP FEBRUARY U* 1955 




ffowd 
HolIcina« ^ 
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This memorandtoa is submitted^ piirsuant to your request 
for an explanation as to why I did not take a telephone call which 
came in at 2:15 P#M# from SAC Hallford at Pittsburgh* This call 
concerned a development in the I l ease and the call, at* my 
request, was referred to Mr# Price's Office where, because Mr# 
Price was talking long distance to New York on another fast 
developing case, the call was taken by Mr# Keep* 

I previously informed you orally that I was endeavoring to 
get SAC Piper at Memphis back on the line at that time by placing 
a stop on the switchboard since Piper was talking to Mr# Nichols* 
Office* I was erroneous in this regard because of the fact that I 
had already talked to Mr* Piper and had finished at 2:11; P*M., 
one minute before Hallford «s call came in* I had been receiving 
a number of calls and while talking to you had forgotten the time 

elements; however, after checking I have .noy^gett-enrthem ' s tralgUL* 

RECORDED 67- j </^ S4l^- ^/^ 

I know your strict instructions txat"^in yot)u?pal>seii^ 
should take all telephone calls wherever po jsiBlg^afta^TE-could'-havc"^ 
taken the call from Hallford but in my conslde¥jb'fir*3xiagaent-I-feli^* 
the call could be relayed to Mr* Price's Office" and if any problem 
came up they could consult with 'me* I had Just 
Piper at 2:lli P*M* when Hallford <s call camp 

from Piper concerned the apprehension of Ca _^^^__^^ ^^ _ ^ ^ _^ ^^ ^^^_. ,„^^„^^^, ^-v„. ,t^-„-„ 
ten fugitives* :I was conferring with the supervisor, endeavoring to 
dictate a -memorand um and had a lready called Mr* Boardman and had be 
dictated a note ^o I I * All of this broke between 1:5U b7c 

when Piper first called in and 2:l5> when Hallford called* In the 
.meantime I started to dictate a memorandxam on a call from McCabe in 
Philadelphia in connection with an extortion case on which there had 
been an earlier teletype sent in by Philadelphia and on which Mr* 
Boardman called me for backgrotmd information* 



to eat* 



These calls occurre'd" while you -had stepped out for a bite 
Because of the nxmerous specials which you had handled and 



because of the niwiber of teljeghono^.calls you were delayed in gettijig 
to Ixmch and, therefore, I \Jas acting^ lii >y§ur absence * 



EHW/rh 

(3) Y' , 

5i FEB 18 1955 





^ 






*> -p »v 



Memorandum for Mr* Rosen 



It might be noted that Immediately upon taking the 
call from Hallford, Mr* Keep called me and discussed a problem 
with me and I gave him ray opinion and authority in connection with 
the matter^ I realize that I could have taken the call and should 
have taken the call but I felt it would be better referred to 
Mr* Price's Office so that I could handle the other special items 
that were pending at the time* 

,^ 

In the future I have make every endeavor to take all 
calls during your absence* 
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•s*« 



TO 



t Ib*. Hosen 



iP Copy 6%> 

^ATBt JL -28-55 



JPROM 



Mr. Wintirrowa 






If. 
\ 

f 

V 



StJBJEOT: 



, with ali&seij et al.; 



b7 



MASSACroSBMSSTATE >RISOH RIOO! 
JAKOARYlSj 1$55 




£^ 

ltef«r!tnc« Id Midit xo the attaehed ,a»»orandum fron 
Mr, Lilly to ilr« Iteie* cone«mlttg the typograi>hl«al error* in the 
jttenorandum to the Attorney deneral captioned aa ab^ve dated 
January 28, 1955, 

Mr. Lilly ttatea he is aware of the absolute 
neaeaalty «f ]»reparlng memoranda In finished f om and that he regrets 
the errors in that eoBBunieation. Mr, Priee and I both read this 
jaeaiorandum jprior to its leaving the diviaion, 1 read it and 
a«>proTed At for you in your absence and ronmrded it *!? Mr. JBoardjaan'i 
Of flee, ^ere is no excvise for «ur overlooking these enrora and I 
sincerely regret that they occurred, I have no excuse other than I 
was so interested in determining that the sid>atance was proper that 
I overlooked the errors. 

However* there Is no excuse andi accordingly, 1 
yecoBBuend 1;hat Mr Lilly, Mr. ftriLce and I all receive letters of 
censtire for this. 



Attaohiient 
tm/lh 



tics. 1/28. 

3P0LS0M 



Tea, 



BOOVSR. 



Lets. i>t censure to Lilly; ?j:'ice, and 
Wlnterrowd, 2-1-55. 

DCIV^ak 



V 



55 FEB 919SS 
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March 7, 19SS 
PERSOUAL AllD cafPIBSNTTAL 



Mr. .£• ffugo Winter roiod 

federal ^ureau of Investigation 

Washington ^ P^ (7# 



Tear Mr. Winterrowd: 



Boardfnaa 



Persons .„„^ 

TtAAt 

Sieoo 



JU W W iu M j r ^ilfc t. 



^^[n mmmmi w 






Jt ,fta6^ ir« jt "no tecT fho^t'ycru- prepared^ MCMoranduti 
dated if^fh ruarv 23^.:i9SS.^ nnalpsing the handling vf the* ctise 
ejftijtl^^ ] 1 Theft of Qovernnent Froperty^^ and 

recpmuending certain addinistrative action^/ Xou pill JtecalJ 
that/ after the jSQ$tj:>n.J3iDi9ion had closed this ihvk'stisation 
^ithi>ui *JSeveloj>ing any evidence of theft other goverrmental 
investigators obtained wr^ttifK confessions fron ] l and^ 

another subject admitting the thefts. Iri^JiPU r^^mf^pranaum, you 
recpnmended that no ndministrativje action be taken mith rey 
sped to the supervision of this case in the Investigative 
Xfijvision but a further analysis of the- facts ftd^s indicated 
that there ]ms a dereliction on the part of the Seat of 
Government supervisor and appropriate action is being taken 
4n his case. 



bb 
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Specifically^ it has been determined the 



investigation was opened upon Bureau instructions predicntj^d 
on ^inf/:^rMation received fron the Jtem lork Mvision and the 
supervij^^r..mho^- issued rtfte instructions Jto conduci^the Jnufis-^ 
'fi^ajki^Me.Msas jaware of ^he potentialities of ihe case and ^ 
should^ have ijuestioned the thoroughness of the investigation 
and indis:ied on a nore complete inquiry. It is dppajf^nt gthat 
you did dot make a proper evaluation with regard to the §eail of 
Governr^ent-'iuhler^ision of this mtier and, accordingly^^ ^ou^ 
wifX be ' ezpecti^if iif exercise better Judgment in the^futtu^e in 



any sim,$lai^' situations^ 



< 



* i' 



'- RECORDEO 




"^ Yery truiy-^yoi 

John Mgar M^v^e^r 
Director '^ 



igBi*fcc!W^a»^«.i« s^j^ 



UTim 



(4) 
CC: 

Note 



- B<i"&d on 



i 



(Personal Attention) ' 
, , -_ - ^^^0 /rom /?♦ T* Harbo 





185S 

Olson dated 



n 



'4 



Office Memoran3^u 




TO I 

ntoM I 

* 

tCBjBCT: 



Ur. Tolson 



R. T. Marbo 




• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATS: 2-26-55 



THEFT OF aOVSnimElJT PROPERTY 




> 



//' 



O 



Im^ 



Robert £* Gebhardlt 
Special Agent 
BOD - 9-28^47 

as-13 ^e,360 

Supervisor^Oriciinal Sectioriy 

Investigative Division 
Vjeteran 
Not on probation 



Investigative Division JTr^emorandum B-^SSSS reflects 
that representatives of Treasuryl Department and Criminal Investi-- 
gative Division of Army obta ined confessions o n Tebruary 5 and 
3j 1955 frorjx^^ubject and one | | regarding theft 

receivers during October, 1953, all property 



of 600 .§p/Bnttine 
^\ S. GcfVernment. 

closed^^by Boston report April S3j 1954 with statenent th^t, 
**There is no indication - - -- '- • 



Matter previously investigated by Bureajj^^and py^ 



of any theft of gouernm^nt properiy.^^^ ^\ 
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'Jnvestigative Division recom^nended administratis^ '^. 
action ^joiik respect to (2) inadequate investigation by Boston L 
Agents, (3) failure on part of i>AC Powers of Boston to re^gnis^ 
signififiancre of ^tuation and recommend appropria-'e adnin'tttratix 
action an^ (3) f^lure on p art of ABAC S. 
Supervisoi^ \ \ to exercise 

by their i^commenaattons. 



ve 



^Invest { 
respect t£ Seat o. 
''that on «ie basM 



E. Hargett and Field 
good judgment 
^ii9t^Arjf^.^om7^endat''(}Uil hw 



s evidenced 




-^^^^eMcr^r^at 



ative Division recommend 

' government Supervisor S.| A, ^^ 

^^ , of an evdiuation of the ^tu/(i^'>^;e3c^*a.lnao'^ 60 

it would ^pear ^ the surfctce that a logical inu^oifyaiton /poA *"' 
" ' " even trough current develo'^ments indic^lkf h.Jiill^k^^' 
inedJ' Ass^i^tqnt to the^i>irector L. % ^B0dr<^aiQ^^ 



conducted 
loas not 
qmtic 



obta 



^uofi instanci^a Siip ^jiuS s.arl^rl^^£j^ ble 

nMd^M 3^ V^ ,22 



s?fii'opsis of 



cc: Vessrs. 

^ Mohr 

./ ^^ Rosen tRT 



mi^ 



<: 



^ufile 46-208Se 
RGH:rlG 




^fGebhart 






/J 



9-' 



/ 



% 



reports^ unl ess c irouvi^anxia;^.. Indicate otherwise. 

Allegation brought to attention 0/ Bureau by Hew York 
letter November 20, 1953 ^hich reported infvniation received 
from, cusions representative and stated no investigation contemplated 
based upon data subnitted. Muair-tel dated November 27, il953 to 
New York and Boston ordered investigation and Bulet December $, 
1953 *<> Criminal Division of Department advised that allegation 
developed, to some extent, by New York State Police through 
telephone tap. Stated no inquiry regarding ^Hap^* contemplated. 
Field followed January 21, 295k and initial report submitted by 
Boston February 9, 195k ^Hh closing report on April 25, 195k 
by Boston. 

In view of original material submitted by New York, 
Boston investigation inadequate. ' Interviews with principal 
parties incomplete in that no effort appears to have been :iade 
to question them closely, signed statements were not obtained 
ana no indication any consideration given placing subjects under 
oath. 



Inasmuch as Supervis 
and was aware of the material 
it would appear that it loas hi 
the thoroughness of the Bosi^on 
a more complete inquiry was co 
normally handled by selective 
SA Gebhart aware of potentials 
sible for its development. In 
that this situation might have 
afforded closer supervision. , 



Or Gebhardt ordered investigation 
originally reported by New York 
s responsibility to have questioned 
investigation and to have insisted 
nduoted. Although matter one 
supervision, initial actions indicate 
of the case and consequently respon^ 
view of circimstances it appears 
been avoided had the case been 



The analyses, by the Investigative Divis'ion, of the 
handling of this case at ^he Bureau also appear^ faulty and subject to 
criticism. 



R2C0UMENDA TION : 

(1) That Ag&nt Supervisor S. Sh Oebhardtof the Investigative 
Division bt censured for his failure to fulfill h^s r<isponsibi] ity 
of closely following this cas^ to insure -thiit it iJ}as properly handled 
by ^he Boston Division and brought to a 'logical conclusion. 




















^ 






.-jT. 



/ % 



(2) That E. aywinterrowdj #1 Man Investigative Division, 
J)^ censured /or his failure in the first instance j to have 
recognise^d the delinquency on the part of the Seat of Government 
Supervisor and to have recommended administrative action* 
Wint0rrowd prepared the nemorajiduvi of 2/23/55, reoomxtending no 
adninietrative action for th€ Seat of Oovernneni Supervisor^ 




PEBSOIWBL BBISyS SA ROBERT E, GEBHARJiTAHJ) E. H. WINTBRROWD ATTACHED. 



' 3 ' 

r. 
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Ir 

t 

March 10, 29SS 




PSBSONAL AND COHMlpENTIAu 


1 

/ 1 


i 



Ur* S* Sugo Winierrowd 

federal Bureau of Inueatigaiion 

MaMngton, D, C* 



lOear Mr* nnierrowdt 



Tour inadequ<xte ^uperuieion o/ a phaee o/ the 
Uhauthortaied Pttb licaiion or tfae of Conmunicationa inveaii'' 
gation inuolvina \ \ haa cone to the attention 

of the Bureau* It haa deen noted that you reviewed and 
approved a nenorandun to Mr* Ifarren Olney XXX fij ihe 
Department of Juatic e without noticing that a reviaed copy 
OS a letter to a Mr, I I had not be en au^- 

atituted for a copy of the original letter to Mr* I I 

aa an attachment to the i&enorandum to Mr* Clney* Ja a 
reault of your oueraight on tihia occasion when the nenorandum 
to Mr* Olney waa aubmitted for the approval of reviewing 
o/fictala, a copy of t he original rather than the reviaed 



bo 
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letter to Mr* 



\waa attached* 



The abaolute neceaaity for the utmoat care i4' the 
preparation and review of official oorreapondence ena^atin^ 
from the Bureau muat be obvioua to you* Hereafter, ,^ou ^lo^^A. 
be expected to handle thia phaae of your official du^e^^ru^ 
a more careful manner in order, to prevent any yepet^rif^ Of^ 
aimilar negligence on your part* 



N 









POMMiiJFBj 

MAR 11 1855 

MAILED 20 









j)CMtgop 



w 



RDED 




7ery truly youra, ^ ^ 

-^ ,J. Edgar Hoovejc w 

John Edgar Soever 
Xiirector 




CCi Mr* Boaen (Peraonal Attention)' 

(4) K^Lw.d 

NOTSt Thia letter of cei^^sure ia 

Mr, Boardnan to Mr, Tdladn daiijdi, ^t3-55; LrB:'cah, i 

A '''<P^ r[/ 9 Maa 151955 



')aaedi?on a menoranduk frcm 



fISaL S...r."J f' "a't$T..H1,C1 



55-MAR1B1955 



- !* M 



% 



Mr* Tolaon 
B, 2*. Sarbo 



3-8^65 



pxx./. 

roas,}. 

METROPOLITAN STATE BANK 
DERBY, QOLORADO, JULY 19, 
BANK ROBBERY, CONSPIRACY, 



1954 
ESCAPE AND 



RESCUE 



SYNOPSIS 



£,//, 
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7<f ^ i^rt t^a 



BACKOROmtD: 



dat ed' l^lSSS ^at 



^Denver letter February 1, 1955, furnished Bureau two 
yopies of dmended^^page 1 of report of SA Harold C. Cook 



Denver and thtee copies of X^orre oted parole reports 

\ pursuant to instruc-^ 
tions set forth in ^uaJr-teJf^Jionuory 24> 1955. Buair-^tel stated 
title and character of referenced report incomplete- and parole rer 
ports contained misspellings^ rpoor sentence structures and messy ' 
typing.. No explanations requested ^of Denver regarding the errors 
and Denver neglected in its letter -to furnish any such information 
or consider need of administrative action. 

OOVERNim'^ilStRUCtlONS : SAC letter ;54^23,. May 4, 19^% provides 

" ./ , ^ \ ^^i^ the .future all errors .to/^b'e: corrected 

in ireport^^ after they have been^^fo^rwarded to the Bureau rnist^'be 
subkUt'ed\bp'':^;over letter oont^dUj;^'^ 'an explanation ^i^r ^he%fror, 
together with' tioo copies of a^t[Xcqrt;ections to be^ madS on^trepbfts 
previously disseminated.^^ Section 4A 1 J, Manual of Rales and'' 
Regulations, provides, ''^Amended pages of reports are to be submitted 
to the Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter must contain an ex- 
plandtion for the- error, recommendations for any administrative action, 
if necessary, together with twO' copies of the amended pages of reports.^^ 

\' 
EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter February 83, 1955, to :Denver,. 

■prepared in connection with a survey con- 
ducted by Inspector H. C. Van Pelt covering such errors, called 
attention to foregoing instructions^ and requested field and SOG 
explanations. A copy was furnished to Investigative Division. 

Attachments 



cof Ur* 

Mr. 
Mr* 


Nichols 
Boardnan 
Rosen 
Uohr 


■RGHsrlc 
(19) 


' 


i 



cc 



SOG Personnel' 'Files: 
SAC Charles V. Brown 
ASAC ^Roy X* Moore 
SA Harold' C. Cook 
SA) Dillard W.,jHnm^l± 
Stenographer 



'f :f. l. 
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Section Ch^ef :f. L. Price 
l„,,^ssp''''^Uan'E. H. Winterrowd -^ 
^ Assistant Directoir A. Rosen^ { 
^SOG Files^ r J^nver Field Divisipn, 
Investigative Division 



% 



EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED : By letter dated iFebruary 25, 1955, dictated 

by Assistant Special Agent in Charge Roy 
K* Moore, Special Agent in Charge Charles V. Brown states: (l) SA 
Harold C# Cook, Resident Agent Colorado Springs, Colorado, submitted 
question reports to the Denver Office in rough draft forntf (2) ASAC 
Uoore propf read the rough drafts and sent same to steno pool for 
typing and (3) ASAC Uoore subsequently spanned and approved finished 
products, failing to proof read, as he had previously approved the 
rough drafts 

SAC Brown states that upon receipt of Btiair-tel Jan uary 24^ 
1955. it was determined errors were the faiilt .of stenographer\__] 



as ihe rough drafts were complete. No explanation submitted 
at that time as it xoas felt JSureau had detected errors priorto , 
dissemination. No action recommended by SAC Brown regarding SA flock 
as his rough^^ drafts complete and no. .indication he satd'finished^dn^jmrts 



I 
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prior to. ^^transmittal to Bureau. ^4 SAC Brown states stenographer 

resigned^ January 28, 1955, and: [recommends no administrative'^.action 
against [ASAC f Uoore as derelicifidns Have been brought foj^dblyrto his 
attention, y* States steps have [been taken to eliminaie^possibtlity 
0/ /iiiure^^aiiuation^ of this type recurring. 

' "^ I'SpG Supervisor Dillar'd' Howell states reports ^reviewed 
care fully '^and las errors were tho^se [of form, rather tHan substance,, 
he J^elif^that ^constructive suggestions were in onderljcaiher tha^i 
requesis\ for ^/explanations. ' State s'\ihat from. iffcfimihg.Mppqreni'; 
that^:^ieid'(ste^ dnd'thatpte>p6inied 

out*y§^bjt)en^^^ need for car^eftil proof reading of ai^^ such mdt^ rial 

in the* ftiiure. , , . v - ^ 

CONCLUSiON r '^Although SOQ Suvervisor D* W. Howell fu^^nished\construc^ 

\ T ;' tive suggestions [to ■jt}}^ Denver Divisionl^inChis'Ai)C'iel 
of January 24'y 1955; the erro7;%^ltpere those of form'*rather\thhn' substance 
and %h'hy^'m ^Ase,\needless expense and^correspo^ndence 

did result :due to his failure to domply with exist'ihg%Bureaul 
regulations. ^^ f 

RECOMMENDA TIONS t 

(1) ^ SA Harold C. Cook, /^Denver, Colorado.... no Iqfctiohip^.ino 
indication SA Cook had opportunity to see finished^ report ipriojr 
to its dissemination to the ]Bureau and no criticism directed. to 
rough draft 'submitted by him. 



- -? - 



% 



(2) ASAC Boy K. Moore, Denver, Colorado^*. ^censure.. ..for 
admitted failure on hie part to thoroughly review the above --vientioned 
reports prior to initialing and failure to comply with existing 
Bureau instructions regarding the subnission of explanations, and 
recommendations in connection with errors. 



(3) SAC Charles V. Brown, Denver, Colorado.... censure.... 
although there is no indication he was aware of this situation he 
is responsible for the operation of his office and for any weaknesses 
which might exist. 



be 



(4) Stenographer] | J)enver, Colorado.... no action.... b 



this individual resigned effective January 28, 1955. 



(5) SCO Supervisor Dillard W. Howell.... censure.... although 
he observed the errors made by the Denver Division} furnished 
constructive instructions as to necessary corrections and cautioned 
the office as to the need for careful review of correspondence, 
he neglected to follow existing Bureau instructions resulting in 
needless expense and excessive correspondence . 
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(6) F. It PriG€, Section Chief, Criminal Seot ion.... 
recommendation being eubmitted separately covering this and other 
eimilar matters. 



(7) E. H. Winterrowd, §1 Man, Investigative Division...^ 
recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 



(8) Assistant Director A. Rosen, Investigative Division..^, 
no action. ..^in view of his being recommended separately 
for censure for this and other similar matters. 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAC CHARLES W. BROWN, ASAC ROT K. MOORE, SPECIAL 
AGENTS DILURD W. HOWELL AND HAROLD C. COOK ARE ATTACHED HERETO. 



DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopeia and in th^ investigative file, 

- 4 - '^ 
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I certify that 'I have'recelved the following Goverment property for official use: 



OMIIOKS AND BOCEMES MiE ON PMINNEL fflHERS No,36 
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The Go7e]9ieat.propert7 vUd tou li$reli7>ackiioyle3^^ 
is diarged to 70a aid jrouiareriespcislble for taking 
care of it aui retmiiig dt vhei its use has )m 
coipletei. DO HOI M ORME OK IT ORMTIUB 
H IN-MIII. 




:. iiWOToifd 

Veiy truly yours, 



r 



u 



itm 



Ur^ Tolson 
R^ ' r» Harho 



3/11/55 



SSA, 1948; CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTOR 



X 



SYNOPSIS 

b6 

BACKGROUND z By letter dated 2/8/55 the Albuquerque Division furnished hic 

three copies of amended page 11 of the report of SA Robert 
W. Carnes dated 1/10/55 at Albuquerque^ It was indicated therein that 
the original pages stated '^Enclosures to Bureaus Two photostatic 
copies of registrant's Selective Service file*" The amended pages 
stated ''Two photostatic copies of pertinent portions of * ♦ •" This 
material w as received at the Bureau and initialed to the file by 
Supervisor 
requested 



I No explanations or recommendations were 

oy tne aureau or submitted by the field* 



if 



GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS: SAC Letter 54-23, 5/4/54, provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after tfhey have been forwarded to ^he Bureau must be submitted by cover 
letter containing an explanation for the error, together with two 
copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously disseminated* 
Section 4A 1 J, Manual of Rules and Regulations, provides, "Amended 
pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter^ 
The cover letter must contain an explanation for the error, recommenda- 
tions for any administrative action, if necessary, together with two 
copies of the amended pages of reports* " 

Explanations requested : Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Albuquerque with copy 

to Investigative Division, prepared in connection 
with a survey conducted by Inspector H^ C* Van Pelt covering such 
errors, called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field 
and SOQ explanations^ 



Attachments 

cc - Mr* Boardman 
I Mr* Rosen 
' Mr* Mohr 



39 



CC - SOQ Personnel Files: 
SAC D* A* Bryce 
ASAC H*L* McConnell 
SA Robert W* Carnes 

SA \ ^ I 

Section Chiefg^ourtn^y A» 
#i ilan E* B* Winter roiDd^ 



b6 
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Evans 



RDH:cs 
(17) 
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Assistant Director A* Rosen 
SOQ Files: Albuquerque Division 

Investigative Division 



> *i -^ 



*• 



EXPLANATIONS REOEIYED i Bv memor andum dated 2/24/55 Suvervieor l I ^^^ 

I "I Accounting and Fraud Section, Investi-' ^^ 
gative Division, advised that upon receipt of the corrected pages from 
the Albuquerque Office, the desirability of securing explanations 
and recommentiations was considered but that due to the nature of the 
error and since the field was alert enough to correct their pwn error 
prior to any dissemination, no such action was felt necessary* 

By letter dated March 8, 1955, the Albuquerque Division 
submitted as attachments the explanations of SA Robert W* Carnes, 
the reporting Agent} SA Gordon Jackson, .Relief Supervisor and ASACf 
H* £♦ UcConnellp SA Carnes was unable to explain why he omitted certain 
pertinent words from referenced report stating that it toas done inad-- 
vertently an& ^hat t;he entire matter was an oversight on his part* 

Relief Supervisor Gordon Jackson advised that he was the 
individual who approved the submission Qfth^^porrected pages to the 
Bureaup Se' stated that he did* hot have' any definite recollection of 
this matter.^ that he is aware' of Tx^ sting requirements and that it was 
done undoubtedly through an overstghb on his part^ 

ASAC McConnell stated' that he approved the original report in 
the first instance and that he cannot recall the' circumptdnces which 
existed at i^hat time^ He added' that the omission w^s observed two days 
later resulting in the submission of the corrected pages^ ASAC McConnell 
recommends censure for himself and SA Carnes and a letter of caution for 
Relief Supervisor Jackson^ 
*t 

CONCLUSION : 

Although' the omission' of the above xoords appears to be of 
little consequence, it could have cause'd considerable difficulty as it 
completely changes the^ meaning of the sentence^ In addition, needless 
time and effort *i^ expended, hot to mention the preparation of addi^ 
tional correspondence, as a result o f the^ failure on the part of 
Albuquerque and the responsible^ Bureau Supervisor to submit and 
request the necessary explanation and recommendations^ 

RECOMMENDATIONS : 

(l) SAC D* Ap^ Bryce, Albuquerque o^o ^censure ^^4^ for weakness 
in the functioning of his office^ 
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i» 
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(^-S^^ lASAc S^^L^ McCohnell^^ Albuquerque. ^» ^censure.. ^^ for 
approving an inaccurate report. 



',-*-*<*< 



(3) SA Robert W. Carries^ Albuquerque.. ..censure.. .. preparing 
an inaccurate report in the first instance and for failing to submit 
an explanation for the error 4n the second instance. 



(4) SA[ 



] Investigative Division.... censure 



^•^mfor failing to request appropriate" explanations and 'recommendations 

for administrative action from^ the Albuquerque Division at the ,time 

the amended pages were received. be 



b7C 



' * (sy Section Chief Courthey' Evans y. Accounting and Fraud 
Section... irecoimenddtioh^ being submitted separately covering this 
and other similar matters. 



(6) §1 ManE. H. Winterromd, Investigative Division.... 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other* ^ 
similar matters. ^ 
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(7)" Assistant Director A.^ Rosehj Thvestigative Division 
♦♦♦♦no action.* ••*« view of his being recommended separately for 
censure for this and similar natters* 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF ASAC MCCONNELL AND SAs CARNES AND ONSffARD ATTACHED 
HERETJO* 

DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fullyi covered in synopsis 
and in the investigative file, 

- 4 - 
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Ur^ Tolaon 
^. T. Barbo 



S^^rSS 



- DESERTER 

srwopsis 
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BACKGROUND ^ Subsequen t to the receipt of the report of SA \ \ 

I "[ dated January 14, 1955, at Chicago, the 
JCnvestigative Division directed an error form letter (0^17) to 
Ghich^o on January 25, 1955, requesting an amended administrative 
ptge explaining the need for directing a copy of this report to the 
Kansas City Office^ 

In reply by memorandum dated February 11, 1955, the 
Chicago Division furnished amended copies of page 5 of referenced 
reports :Bufile reflects that this matter toas initialed to the 
file h^ SOG Supervisor Seymor Phillips; that no Explanations 
or recommendations for administrative action werei requested by 
the Bureau and that the Chicago Division neglected to follow 
existing Bureau instructions^ 

OOVERNINa INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter 54^23, 5^4^54, provides ^*In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the ^reau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to b e made on rej>orts previously 
^:i disseminated.^^ Section 4A 1 j, Manual of Rules and Regulations, 
^ provides, f^Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau 
by cover letter^ The cover letter must contain an explanation for 
the^ error, recommendations for any administrative action, if 
necessary, together with two copies of the amended pages of reports^'* 

. EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter dated February 23, 1955, 

with a copy for the Investigative Division 

$ Attachments 



cct Mr^ Boardman 
Mr^ Rosen 
Mr^ Mohr. 



Mfftrlc 
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ccz SOG Personnel Jiles: 

SAC Donald S. H ostetter 




SA{ 

SA Leo 5* 
SA Oeorge 
SA Seymor 



5 
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Peary 

H. Murphy 

■F. Phillips 

Section ChiefiF^ L^ Price 

l^X-^n E. B. winterrowd 

Assistant^ Director A. Rosen 

SOa Files, Chicago Field Division 

Investigative Division 



d^ 



.^>' 



.A 



^P 



^t 



.< 



prepared in connection with a survey conducted by Inspector H* U. 
Van Pelt covering such errors^ called attention to foregoing 
instructions and requested field and SOG explanations. 

EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED: By letter dated March 1, 1955, SAC 

jD* S. Hostetter stated that 8A \ 1 

inadvertently forgot to mention Kansas City specifically on page I 

five of the referenced report. t)6 

b7C 

SAC Hostetter also advised that r efsr^nn^d report was 



approved by relief Supervisor } [ who stated that he 

checked the administrative page for information copies and i^hrough 
inadvertence failed to note that Kansas City was not included 
with the other offices mentioned therein. * 

In reply to the Bureau^s request for amended copies' of 
page five of referenced r eport. Chicago advised that relief Super^ 
visor George A. Murphy approved the outgoing communication and was 
of the opinion that the error in question was an obvious oversight 
on the part of the reporting Agent and as such not substantive in 
nature. SAC Hostetter recommended no administrative action with 
respect to any of the above-mentioned individuals. 

SOG Supervisor Seymor Phillips advised that he did not 
request explanations of the Chicago Division or recommendations 
as to administrative action insofar as this incident is concerned 
inasmuch as he interpreted Bureau instructions to apply only to 
errors of substance^ 

CONCLUSION^ Although the above error is one of form rather than 

substance and in no way affected the outcome of 
this investigation, needless expense and unnecessary correspondence 
was brought abput as a result of the failure of responsible Agents 
to adhere to existing Bureau instructions. Had the explanations 
and recommendations been submitted in the first instance, considerable 
correspondence would have been avoided. 

RECOMMENDATIONS t 

1. SAC Donald S. Hostetter, Chicago, Illinois^^^ 
recommendations being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar natters. 
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(2) SA 



? 



Chicago, Illinois^^^ .censure ^^.^ 



for having /ailed in^he first instance to prepare the report 
in the proper manner. 



ta6 
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(3) SA 
failing to n 



te the erro 



[Chicago, Illinoi s ... .censure .. .for 

W^n the first instance. 



b6 



(4) SA George H. Murphy, Chicago, Illinois. ...censure..^, 
for failing to submit required explanations and recovmendations 
pursuant to existing regulations. 
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(5) SOG Supervisor Seymdf" F^ Phillips**^ ^censure.. ..for 
failing to request explanations and reoovmendations from the 
field pursuant to existing Bureau regulations. 



(6) 7* L. Price, Section Chiefs Criminal Division.. p. 
recommendations being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 



(7) B. H. Winterrowd, §1 Man, Investigative Division.... 
recomnendations being submitted separately covering this and 
other similar matters. 



(8) Assistant Director A. Rosen, Investigative Division..... 
no action. ...in view of his being recommended separately for censure 
for this and other similar matters. 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAs 
HERETO. 



MURPHT AI(D PHILLIPS ATTACHED 



b6 
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DETAILS 



Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file. 
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Mr. Tolson 



B. T* Harbo 
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ASCERTAINING .FINANCIAL LABILITY 
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. SYNOPSIS 

BACKGROUND : On 1/27/55 an 0-l.Porni sent to Miami .pointed out that 

the^ report of SA Douglass .£♦ Kendel dated 1/19/55 at 
Miami, contained a lead for action by that office which was not 
properly the function of the Bureau 'and^ requested amended ^pagesw 
Referenced report contained .a lead for the Miami Division ;to deterzdLne 
from one of the subjects whether he was planning to coi»5>lete certain 
arrangements with the Assistant U* S* Attorney* Miami^ ^by letter 
dated 2/10/55 ♦ furnished 3 copies of page 2 of referenced report which 
^were to be substituted for those in the original report* No explanations 
for the error were requested: of Miami and none were submitted* Miami 
made mo comment regarding .possible-fi^dministrative, action* 

GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter 5I|-23* B/k/5k^ provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error,, together 
with two copies of any, corrections to be made on reports previously 
disseminated*" Section I^^A 1 j. Manual of Rules and Regulations, 
provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau :by cover letter* The cover letter must contain an explanation 
for the error, recommendations for any administrative action. If 
^necessary, together ^with* two copies of the amended pages of reports*" 

^ EXPLANATIONS i REQUESTED : Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Marai, -copy to 
^ Mr*. Rosen, prepared in connection with a 

xsurvey conducted by Inspector H* ,C* Van Pelt covering such errors, 
S^called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
^NSOG explanations* 



tachments 
- Mr* Nichols 

Mr* Boardman 
ft Mr* Rosen 

a -Mr* Mohr 
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cc - SOG Personnel Piles: 

SAC Charles E* Weeks 
SA Douglass E* Mend el 
SA I I 

SA Robert A* Garvey 
Sec* Chief Cortfley A* Evan 
#1 Man E* HugoHlnterro 
Assistant Dir* A* Rosen 
SOG Piles - mami Pi eld Div* 

Investigative .Div* 




^ 
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EXPLANATIONS DECEIVED : By memorandxim dated 2/25/55, SAC Charles E* 

Weeks of the Miami JDlvl si on advised that 
it was his opinion that SA ¥endel should' be^ criticized for failure 
to set out the correct lead in the first instance and that Pi eld- 
Super vis or Dupuy. should be criticized for having subsequently 
approved this report* SAC Weeks recommended letters of censure 
be directed to these two agents ♦ 

SOGr Supervisor Robert J# Garvey advised that upon T: 
reviewing referenced report he felt it advisable to direct an 
inquiry to the Miaiai ^Di vision to determine whether the lead set 
out for that office wasvriot one moreproperly handled by the 
U* S* Attorney's offi ce* Miami *s ^repor t contained *a lead for that be 
office :to reintervlew l I one of the subjects, to b7c 

ascertain if and '.when he was planning to consummate certain 
arrangements , with -the Assistant U* S* Attorney* SA Garvey ^advised 
that he did not instruct the Miami Division jto submit amended pages 
but merely, questioned their actions :md suggested same in the event his 
comment was correct* He stated ^further that upon reviewing the 
entire matter subsequent to the receipt of the amended pages from 
the Miami Division, he did not feel that this was a, matter 
requiring explanations or administrative action* 

CONCLUSION t It appears that Supervisor Garvey took improper action 

with resppct to Incorrect reporting on the^ part of 
the Miami Division* The amended pages were initialed for the 
fll6 by Supervisor Garvey. without requiring any explanations on the 
part of the field* The change made by the field was in regard 
to an improper lead which, in effect, is incorrect reporting* 
As a result of the failure of the responsible Individuals to 
comply with existing Bureau regulations, unnecessary expense 
and undue^ correspondence was incurred* 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1) SAC Charles E* Weeks, Miami** ♦ vRecoramendation fbeing 
submitted separately covering *this and other similar ^matters^ 
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(2) SA Douglass B« Wendell Miami. •••censure. •*«f or 
having not set forth the proper lead in his report JLn the first 
instance and having not coinplied with existing regulations 
resulting in excessive correspondence and waste of time and money • 



submitted separately covering this and other similar matters • 



a 
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(3) SA| ^ Miami ••♦.Recommendation being b7c 



ih) SOG Supervisor Robert A* Garvey. ...censure. .♦•for 
having neglected to request explanations from the field and 
recommendations as to appropriate administrative action with 
respect to the errors observed in Miami *s report. 



(5) Chief Cortney A# Evans, Accounting and Fraud Section 
.♦..Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and 
other similar matters • 



(6) E. H. Winterrowd, #1 Man, Investigative Division 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and 
other similar matters. 
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(7) Assistant Director A* Rosen, Investigative Division. ••• 
No action.v.tin view of his being previously censured for this 
and other similar matters. 



PBSMANENT BRIEFS OP SAs WENDEL AND GARVEY ARE ATTACHED. 

. DETAILS 

Not reported herein' in view of .being fully covered in 
synopsis and' in the .investigative file* 
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Mr* Tola on 



a-t^ss 



R. r# Harbo 
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] WAS. FUGITIVE 
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SYNOPSIS 



BACKGROUND: An error form letter (0--17) was directed to the 

Chicago Division by the Bureau under the date of 
l^llSS pointing out that the character of the case and the 
synopsis in the report of SA John B. Harrington dated IS^SS * 
at Chicago were incomplete and that page 48 of the report had 
been omitted. It was requested that amended copies of page 1 be 
submitted to the Bureau together with sufficient copies of the 
omitted page in order to make the report complete. By ^letter 
dated 2^8^55 the Chicago Division furnished as attachments 
amended copies of page 1 of referenced report and copies of the 
missing page as requested. No explanations or recommendations., 
were requested or submitted. 

GOVERNING REGULATIONS: SAC Letter 54-23, 5-4-54, provides ^*In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously 
disseminated.^^ Section 4A, Ij, Manual of Rules and Regulations, 
provides, '^Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter must contain an 
explanation for the error, recommendations for any administrative 
action, if necessary, together withiwo copies of the amended 
pages if necessary. 



EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED: Bureau letter 2-23-55 to Chicago, copy 

to Mr. Rosen, prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector H. 0. Van Pelt covering such errors, 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanations. 



(4 
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Attachments 



cc: 
cc: 
cc: 



Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 



Boardman 

Rosen 

Mohr 



cc: 



Personnel 



Files: 
Eos tetter 



SOG Files of: 
Investigative 
Chicago Field 
RGHzlab 



S5MW 




Piv. 
Div. 



SOG 
SAC 

sa \ 

SA John B. Harrington 
SA Rosioell r » Spencer 
Stenographer \ 
SA H. A. Jlttsgim)on 

win 



cc: 



x^J^^iutrffTlSugo 



terrotod 



SOG Personnel 
Files: 
Sec. Chief 

F. L. Price 
Asst. Dir. 
2] A. Rosen 

, b6 
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EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED^ By letter dated 3^4^55 Chicago ' 

Divisioji furnished the explanations of 
the responsible individuals.. The reporting Agentj John B. 
Harrington^ advised that. from information available to hin at 
the tivie tha± he dictated he had no way of knowing that this was 
a dual character violation. He added that with respect to the 
.incomplete synopsis he :had purposely omitted material which he 
felt was of a general background nature' and as a result unnecessary 
He stated that this error had been called to his attention and 
that it would no^ recur in .the future. 

^ ,In proofreading the stencil SA Harrington stated if was 
noted that' all of the pages wer^e present but that in checking^he 
complete report t^he omission was apparently overlooked. 



Field relief 'supervisor \ \advised that he was 

the individual who approved this report at tne.time that it first 
left the ^Chicago Office. He stated that from the information 
available in the Chicago Office there was nothing to indicate 
that this material 'Should have had a dual character. No explanation 
was submitted regarding the incomplete synopsi s and i nsofar as 



the missing page in the report is concerned SA states ^that 

there were 47 copies of thiSj a 58 page report, to oe mailed' and 
that as a result not all the copies were checked as to page ^ be 
sequence. b7c 

Field supervisor Roswell T. Spencer advised that he was 
the individual u>ho' approved the manner of submitting -the amended 
pages requested by the Bureau. He stated that he was familiar 
with provisions of SAC Letter 54^23 and that every effort would 
be made in the future to strictly comply with^ these instructions. 



Miss 



^^ stenographer J advised that page. 

48 of referenced report was inadvertently omitted. She stated 
the due to a large volume of work received on that da^. this report,, 
wasassembied at approximately 5:00 p;m. and required excessive 
attention^ Assistance was .obtained from other stenograph^rs^^ A 
thorough check of the page sequence was apparently natitade. 

SAC Host e tier advised that he personally reprimanded all' 
of the responsible individuals and feels that such reprimand is 

sufficient administrative action. 

t 

SOG Supervisor H. A* Fitsgibbon advised that he feels 
that these errors were ones of form rather than substance and 
that as a result it was unnecessary to secure .explanations and 
recommendations, for administrative action. 



CONCLUSIOlJSt The field /ailed in the first inoiance to properly 

revieiff reference! reports Such acH on would have 
determined that the synop^sis and the details did not coincidej 
that the character was incomplete and that a page was missing 
from^ the details • This resulted in needless expense to the Bureau 
and unnecessary correspondence^ 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. SAC D^ H* Hostetter^ Chicago J Illinois ^^ ^^recommendation 
being submitted separately covering this .and other similar 
matters^ 



2^ SA John B* Harrington^^.^censure^^ ^ .for inadequate attention 
to details 



b6 

.•^•censure^^^. for failing to note the bic 



3. SA 

errors of referenced report prior to approving it. 



4^ SA Roswell T^ Spencer... censure... for failing to submit 
* the necessary explanations and recommendations with the 
amended pages. / . 
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5. Stenographer 
take such act 



i... censure . . . ^for fa il ing to 
on as VX2S necessary to insure that referenced-. 



report was properly assembled 



i i 



^*i''^^^'!3 i 



6* SA H. A. Fitzgibb on. ^ ^recommendation being submitted 
separately covering this and other similar matters. 



7. Section Chief F. L. Price. . •recommendations being submitted 
separately covering this and other similar matters. 



8. Number One Man E. Hugo Winterrowd. . .recommendations being 
submitted Separately covering this and other similar matters 



9. Assistant Director A. Ros en .. .recommendations being submitted 
separately covering this and other similar aatt^i; 



DETAILS 

:Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered 
in synopsis and in the investigative file. 



} , 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAs HARRINGTON^ LEWIS ^ SPENCER AND STENO^ 
ORAPHER WALESA ATTACHED. 



v^ 



Ur. Tolson 3/ld/5S 

Mr. Harho 

UNKNOWN ftmrKOT ' 



[ 

VICTIM; CRIME ON GOVESNMENT RESERVATION - . . 

ASSAULT ^70 

SYNOPSIS 

BACKGROUND: Bureau letter January 17, 1955, to Philadelphia instructed 

that copies of ^he report of SA Clyde ?♦ Aderhold dated 
December 7, 1954, at Mic^^i were to be made available to local office 
of ONI* Philadelphia letter January 31, 1955, to Bureau and Miami 
pointed out a possible discrepancy in referenced report with respect 
to individuals named and requested Miami to advise whether an error 
existed and if so to provide amended pages so that dissemination could 
be made pursuant to Bureau instructions* 

Miami letter February 6, 1955, to Bureau with copies to 
Philadelphia furnished amended copies of page 2 of referenced report* 
Bureau Supervisor Robert E* Gebhardt initialed same for file requesting 
no explanations of Miami Wision regarding error or recommendations 
with respect to administrative action* Mio^^i in submitting amended 
pages neglected to submit explanations and recommendations pursuant to 
Bureau instructions* 

GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter 54^23, 5/4/54, provides ^*ln the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
^after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by cover 
^letter containing an explanation for the error, together with two 
^copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously disseminated.*^ 
<ksection 4A 1 J, Manual of Rules and Regulations, provides, ^Amended 
^pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter* 
^The cover letter must contain an explanation for the error, recommenda^ 
^^tions for any administrative action, if necessary, together with two 

i 
Attachments 



' 

6c - Mr^ Nichols cc - SOG Personnel Files: 

\ Mr. Boardman SAC Charles £• Weeks ;^' , ^^ 

I Mr. Rosen SA clif(}e Pt Aderhold 

A Mr. Mohr SA ^^^ 




if * b7C 



ert E* Oebnardt , t 



i, S^tion Chief FQL. Price 

Man JE. Hugo winterrowd ,M' 

RGH:gsr ^Assistant Director A. Rosen 

(18) SOG Files - Miami Division 

Investigative Division 
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copies of the amended pages of reports^*' 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Miami with copy to 

Investigative Division, prepared in connection 
with a survey conducted by Inspector H* C* Van Pelt covering such 
errors, called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field 
and SOG explanations^ 

EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED : By nenoranduifi dated 2/25/55, SAC Charles T* 

Weeks, Miami, advised that upon reviewing 
the explanations furnished by the responsible personnel he was 
recommending that letters of censure be directed to SA Aderhold, the 
reporting Agent, and field supervisor Dupuy who approved the report* 

SOG Supervisor Robert E* Oebhardt, in hi^ explanation, states 
he was of the opinion that the error involved was one of form rather 
than substance and as such required no explanation on the part of the 
field. 

NATURE OF ERROR t The original page of referenced report stated, ^'She 



stated on another occasion she aw oke and fo und l I be 

going through the dresser drawers and fondling h er d \ underwear .^hic 
The^ amended page changed this to ^^ d U ^ 

CONCLUSIONt It appears that, contrary to the opinion of Bureau Supervisor 

Gfbhardt, the above error is one of substance in that names 
were interchanged which had they had not been caught might possibly 
have resulted in embarrassment to ^he Bureau. This is particularly 
true inasmuch as it was intended that this report be disseminated to 
the Office of Naval Intelligence. In addition. Supervisor Gebhardt and 
the Miami Division ignored existing Bureau instructions in that no 
explanations or recommendations were requested and none were submitted. 

RECOMM END ATIONS 

1. SAC Charles E. Weeks, Miami . . . recommendation being 
submitted separately covering this and other similar matters. 



2. SA Clyd^ P^ Aderhold, Miami . . . censure . . . for 
failing to comply with Bureau instructions by submitting explanation 
for error with amended pages and for failing to have caught the error 
in the first instance. 



b6 

3* SA Uiani ♦ ♦ ♦ recomnendation being b7c 



submitted separately covering tnis and other similar natters* 



- 2 - 



A 



• . -^ 



4# SOG Supervisor Robert E* Gebhardt • .• % censure • • . 
for having /ailed to request appropriate explanations fron the field . 
and ^recommendations as to administrative action, in line with existing 
Bureau instructions. 



5* A £• Price, ..Section \Chief, Criminal Section. . • ♦ 
recow^tendation feeing 5U&/7i<tted separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 



6. r# ir» Winterrowd, ifl iJiany Investigative Division . • .♦ 
recommendation being submitted separately covering this^ and^ other 
similar matters. 



7. Assistant Director A. Rosen . . . no action • • •in 
view of his .having been previously recommended for censure for this 

and other similar matters. 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAS ADERHOLD AND GEBHARDT ATTACHED. ' ' ' ' ' *' 



DETAILS 

Not reported hereir) in view of being fully covered in synopsis 
and .in the investigative' file. 

« 
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R» T, HarJbo 



3/11/55 
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SYNOPSIS 

BACKOROUND : By routing slip dated 2/l/SS the Biohnond Division furnished 

amended copies of the administrative page for the report 
of SA Donald J". Fisher dated 1/28/55 at Richmond^ The routing slip 
furnishing the corrected pages was signed for then SAC A* T. Potter by 
Assistant Special Agent in Charge Thomas E* Bishop* It was indicated 
that the original report failed to identify a T informar^t mentioned in 
the details of the reports The amended pages corrected this situation* 
No explanations of recommendations were furnished by the Richmond 
Division* Upon receipt of this material at the Bureau, it was initialed 
for the file by SOG Supervisor Furman O* Boggan and no explanations or 
recommendations were requested* 

aOYERNINO INSTRUCTIONS ^ SAC Letter 54^23, 5/4/54, provides '^In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by cover 
letter containing an explanation for the error, together with two 
copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously disseminated.^ 
Section 4A 1 J, Manual of Rules and Regulations, provides, ^Am;ended 
pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter* 
The cover letter must contain an explanation for the error, recommenda-* 
tions for any administrative action, if necessary, together with two 
copies of the amended pages of reports*^ 



r Attachments 



-^^ cc • 



Mr* 
Mr* 
Mr* 



Boardman 

Rosen 

Mohr 



cc^SOQ Personnel Files ^ 
ASAC Thomas E* Bishop 
SA Donald J* Fisher 

SA Furman G. Booaan 

Clerk \ I 
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Section Chie^ffyr* L* Price 
#2 Man E* H* Hfinterrowd 
Assistant Director A* Rosen 
SOG Files - Richmond Division 

' Investigative Division 



RDH^cs 
(17) 



S5HAR 




f^'.J-.-- 



■i^A' 



tr ' 



^"N 



EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED ^ Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Richmond with copy to 

Investigative Division, prepared in connection 
with a survey conducted by Inspector H^ C# 7an Pelt covering such 
errors^ called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field 
and SOG explanations^ In addition to the above it was pointed out to 
the Richmond Division that amended pages of referenced report intended 
for the Knoxville, Baltimore and Norfolk Divisions had been misdirected 
to the ISureau* Explanations were also requested regarding this errors 

EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED ^ By memorandum dated 2/24/55 Supervisor F. 0. 

Boggan, Criminal Section, Investigative Division, 
advised that in his opinion this was an error of form and as such no 
explanation was necessary^ 

By memorandum dated 2/28/55 ASAC Thomas £• Bishop advised that 
he was preparing the explanations inasmuch as former SAC Potter had 
departed under transfer and SAC designate James Oale had not as yet 
arrived in Richmond* 



bb 
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Bishop advised that he approved and initialed the original 
report and that he had no explanation whatsoever for not noticing that 
SA Fisher had failed to identify informant J*^l on the administrative 
page* He stated that it was apparently due to inadvertence on his part, 
that he is fully aware of the necessity for identifying informants, and 
that he will ^remain aleri to prevent such an error occurring in the future* 

With respect to the misdirected copies of amended pages. Night 
Clerk \ \ was identified as the employee who in all vro^ 

babiltty nanaiea tne outgoing mail on the night of 2/1/55* Mr* \ \ 

states that he does not recall handling the mail in question* He added 
that he makes it a practice to double check all outgo ing mail that is 
going to designated offices* ASAC Bishop stated that F I is a 

conscientious, hard working employee and recommends no further 
administrative action* 

ASAC I* D* UacLennan, New York Field Division, telephonically 
advised that SA Donald J* Fisher had submitted his explanation 
^regarding this incident and that same was to be mailed to the 
Bureau immediately* UacLennan stated that in substance Fisher ^s 
explanation stated that he had dictated referenced report several 
days prior to his departure on transfer on 1/27/55 to the New Tork 
Division, and that to thekbest of his recollection he dictated the 
identity of Informant T-^ for the administrative page of the report* 
SA Fisher further advised that due to his expedite transfer from 
Richmond to New York he was unable to review the finished report 
and, consequently, had no opportunity to initial it* 



^ 2 ^ 



A3AC MacLennan stated that SA Fisher ^s detailed explanation 
would reach the Bureau by Friday, March 11, 1955* 

CONCLUSION : In view of the requirement that stenographic notes are to 

be destroyed after they become 30 days old, it appears 
that it will be impossible to resolve this situation. In view of this, 
it is not felt that there is any necessity of determining the identity 
of the Richmond stenographer and requesting her explanation* Certain 
responsibility still rests upon ASAC Bishop for havingfxiled to 
note this omission at the time that he approved this report* In 
addition, the failure to submit explanations and recommendations on 
the part of Richmond and the failure to request same on the part of 
the Bureau supervisor resulted in unnecessary, time and effort 'being 
expended on this matter and excessive correspondence* 

RECOMUENDA TIONS 

(l) ASAC Thomas E* Bishop, Richmond** *. censure* **• for 
approving, in the first instance, an incomplete report and failing, 
in the second instance, to submit explanations and recommendations as 
to administrative action at the time that the amended pages were 
furnished the Bureau. 



(2) SA Donald J* Fisher, New XorX****No action**** 
Inasmuch as to the best of his recollection he dictated this 
information just prior to his departure on transfer to the New York 
Division* 



(3) SA Furman 0* Boggan, 
Division* * * *censure* * * *for failing 
and recommendations which resulted 
a needless waste of time and money* 



Criminal Section, Investigative 

to request the necessary explanations 

in excessive correspondence and 



^u 
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(4J Clerk \ \ Richvtond*** •No action^ **• hic 

Inasmuch a$ it was *not definitely resolved that he was the individual 
responsible /or misdirecting the amended pages intended /or various 
/ield divisionsj it is not /elt he should be censured^ 



(5) Chie/ F^ !♦ Price, Criminal Section, Investigative 
Division^ ^^•Recommendation being submitted separately covering 
this and other similar matters* 



(6) E* H* Winterrowd, §1 Man, Investigative Division***. 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and 
other similar matters* 



(7) Assistant Director A* Rosen, Investigative Division**** 
Wo action****In view 0/ his being previously censured /or this 
and other similar matters* 



he 
PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAC BISHOP AND SAs FISHER AND BOGGAN AND ^ ' ^ 



CLERK\ ARE ATTACHED* 



DETAILS 

Mot repeated herein 4n^ view 0/ being /ully covered in 

synopsis and in the investigative /He* 

It ^j 
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Office ^A&morandum • united states government 

TO • Mf, Rosan/^ datbi 2/2l|/55 

»oM t ifj., Vinterro 



•OBJECT i BRR0R3 IK REPORTS 




synopsis: 



! 



^n 



f 



Supervisor* In Inveatlgatlv© Divlsionlhave consistently 
called serious errors In reports reviewed In* this Division to attention 
of field by teletype, alrtel or letter specifically requesting explana- 
tions of personnel responsible for delinquencies and recommandations 
of SAC for administrative action, (Sxaxnples In details). 

We have endeavored to follow a spirit of Bureau procedures 

{and rules using 0-17 (Bureau error form) to call to attention of field 
minor errors of form. This form used since August 19Ui» after It 
was Tinanlmously approved by Executives Conference 5/2lA3» ^o 
eliminate preparation of letUrs ( 66-31*82-162 )• Estimated that In 
Criminal and Accounting and n?aud Sections over two hundred such^forma 
used weekly. Form Instructs that action necessary to correct, errors 
noted should be taken and every effort be made In the future to pr^ent 
recurrence. Form does not Instruct that explanations of responsible 
personnel and reconsaendatlons of SAC be submitted. 

Handling In this manner followed In light of Bureau Instructions 
re streamlining, economy and exercise of sovmd Judgment. Manual of 
Rules and Regulations states re errors that "Recommendations for 
administrative action. If necessary," be submitted. Inspectors 
'Manual differentiates between routine and serious administrative 
delinquencies, explanations being obtained only In those Instances 
falling within serious category. Use of Bureau error form not 
ohallanged hecetoforet>ln Inspections of this division or in general use 
of such form.lnConse<^ntly, procedure felt logical. 

In tenipeclffc Instances in which explanations not requested 
by InvestlgatJLtre Divtelon supervisors, errors were form errors, did 
not affect substance uxt investigation and administrative action thereon 
did not appeal warranted. Individual memoranda of explanation from 
supervisors 1^ ten wSed cases attached. ^, . ,,^„, ., 

RBCOMMBHDATIONSs ^ „,, ,^ \lr^r ^ 'P T 

(1) It is noted that approved error Ijoraiais been JApIli.e??:... . J 
In the past to 

Attaohmonts-" 
oo: He. Karbo 
Mr» Mohj? 

BHVr:EPK/sBd/aah',' :* ,»\;' 

§,5MAfi 2^ 195^ '^^ 



call minor errfl^s.of form to tihe ^1jt«^'^ ^ th^'^flel 






Kemorandum to Mr* Roaen 

ixpl.n«tlon. of P?"»»»|J "»nSSJl.i?«tlvf ac?lon! Tmanorandum 
aubioltted separately. 

f?^ Tn view of foregoing and in view of explanations submitted, 
(2) in view °*^*°t^^f°"*»,,j_j.- ^ o„ administrative action, 
writer has no recommendations to xaaice lor aumxuAB * 

ADDENDUM ~ ARtLS - 2/2^/55 

«hll. th, abov. explanation, .ubnitted by Mr.^Wint.rrowd^a^^^ 
Me.ars. Prlc^Bvana and the _SHPervl8ora^lnvolv«d, m^^^^ msk^ctlons 
vas taken based 
as outlined 




(^ 



P i fe ...«^that thTi^^^^h^^ gg^ 

^^^^^^T^#!si?t."-: SSrSav^b^^nVltten 

n^tSrwrSSTy cecasions ^^^^J^J^J^^^rJ^Je the Director that these 

in line with the above. I ^J^J^^J^S^^^^tJe field. There can be and 

letters were constructive and helpful ^^ f ^^Jj^jj; as to the seriousness 

there is no doubt in ^JJf ^1%?^^ ^JSere Strictly^ojhe instru 

of this entire matter and wg will aonere a^rx^.t>Aj — • ~ 

whigiL-ftCft...K».QVlP ^^tntence. 

It fs recommended that the error form which is «°y. J^J^^^«^' 
as indicL\raro?l be, revised imediat^y-^We^h^^^^^ ^^^ 

suggestions ?o;;<^J^J^i,f J?lJ*ai Sec??SS SuftSS Accounting and Fraud 
has supervision oj®^^**"* ^ Jvahs who are the section chiefs, receive 
!:??i?s^?'^nrs;irrirth%arrio ^isTattor. It is also recorr^ended 
that I receive a letter of censure. 
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MemoranduA to Mr* Rosen 



DETAILS: 

Supervisors In the Investigative Division have consistently 
called serious errors appearing In reports reviewed In this 
Division to the attention of the field by teletype, alrtel or 
letter* These communications specifically request explanations 
of personnel responsible for such delinquencies and the 
rooorxraendations of the SAC for administrative action# This is an 
every day occurrence and a quick check of the division revealed 
the following few examples of instances wherein action has been 
taken to secure explanations when deficient reports were-received: 
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In the case of 1 ^ ., ^ * Theft of 

Government property,** Bureau file 52-6U532> the report 
of Special Agent Richard W# Emery dated October 8, 
195U* *t Honolulu, contained a number of deficiencies 
in the reporting of the investigation. Revised report, 
explanations and recommendations were requested and 
submitted. SA Emery and ASAC R* B# Miller received 
letters of censure* 

In the case of 1 I et al. - Federal 

Housing Administration Matt er,^ Sureau fil e 1U7-90U# be 
the report of Special Agftnt I I dated October 21, hic 

195U, 9^^ Dallas, was found to contain five delinquencies. 
Explanations, recommendations and amended report were 
re quested and obtained. Letters of censure were sent to 
Sa I '\ Field Supervisor V.E.J. Drain and SAC W. A. 
Murpny# 



In the case of 



et al. «» 



Fraud Against the Gover nment*^ Bureau file U6*'22U80i the 
report of Special Agent I ~1 dated December 

13^ 195U> at Oklahoma Clty^ Oklahoma, contained thirteen 



he 

hlC 



^ 



r-2'^-* 



Nenox'aDdiui to Mr« BosA 

di^llnqu«ieles« Explanations, recoamendatlons and aaandad report 
verfi_j^uest0d and obtained* Letters of censure were directed to 
SA | | and SAC V. R* Johnson* 



In the case of | | et alo. Interstate 



the report .of Special Agent 



Transportation of Stolen M^tgr ¥»hKitti" m^rfta\t f^^^ 26-192973 > 



I dated January 10, 

1955> at Menphls« reflected InrestlgatlYe and reporting delinquencies* 
Memoranda of esmlaOAtlon and recomendations were requested and 
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receivedo SA| land ASAC C* 0. Halter were censured 



o 



We haYe endeaYored to foUov spirit of Bureau procedures and 
rules inxtilizing form 0-17 (Bureau error form) in calling to attention 
of field minor errors* It is estiaated that OYer two hundred such forms 
are utilised weekly by Criminal and Accounting and Fraud Sections* Use 
of this form was begun in August, 19^3 > (66—3^82-166) after it was 
unanimously approYed by EzecutiYes Conference 5/21A3 to eliminate 
coirrespondence (66-3^^2-162)* Form instructs any action necessary be 
taken to correct errors jEUnted and that in the future every effort be 
made to prevent recurrences* This form does not instruct that explanations 
be submitted or that SACs sul»it recommendations for administrative action* 

It is noted that Section ^A. 1, Jt Manual of Rules and 
Regulations I reads as follows i ** Amended pages of reports are to be 
submitted to the Bureau by cover letter* The cover letter must contain 
an explanation for the error y recommendations for administrative 
action^ if necessary* together with two copies of amended pages of 
reports** The Investigative Division has endeavored at all times to 
interpret this rule in the light of all Bureau instructions ^ particularly 
those concerxiing streamlining ^ economy of operations and exercise of 
sound Judgment* In this interpretation efforts have been made to 
^>lfferentiate between those errors which are serious and affect the 
ilbstance of the investigation and those errors which are errors of 
^orm not related to the substance of the ix^vestigation* In this 
regard^ it is noted that Section 8B of the Inspectors* Manual 
differentiates between routine and serious administrative delinquencies* 
This Section of the manual indicates that explanations of employees 
responsible for routine adjninistrative delinquencies are not 
obtained* such explanations being obtained only in those instances 
which fall within the category of serious administrative delinquencies* 

The Investigative Divisioo has been instructed to submit 
explanations in ten cases in which amended pages for reports were 
received from the field not acciunpanied by explanations of responsible 
personnel or by recommendations for administrative action by SAC* 
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In theae tBXx instances, explanations and recozm&endatlons were not 
requested by the Bareau superrisor who approved the ainended pages ♦ 
These cases are listed below: 



Baf lie Htxmber Title of Case 
25-372500 



93-8792 
lj.2-113625 

15-32498 
52•65151^ 



91-9777 

15-32697 
26-l896li.8 

70-219i|.6 

87-2it923 



Selective Service Act, 19lt8; 
Conscientious Objector 



et al* 
jLscertaining financial Ability 



-PGg 



wa. 

Itlve -Deserter 



ASN 



Theft Proa Interstate Shipment 



Water Departiaent 
Installation Division 
Department of the Air Force 
Kelly Air Force Base^ Texas 
Theft of Government Property 

Banic ttoDDeryj conspiracy; 
Escape and Rescue 



xnert Fvom interstate Shipment 



I 



wa*, et al« 



Interstate Transportation of 
Stolen Motor Vehicle 

TTnlmntfTi Stiblent; 



Bureau Supervisor 



R» A* Oarvey 

S. F. Phillips 

M« !♦ Ctunmings 

R* L« Brtzggeman 



- Victim 

urime on ciovemxaent Reservation - Assault 



, was» 



F\igitlve; Interstate Transportation 
of Stolen Property; Mail Fraud 



H* A* Pltsgibbon 
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D. W. Howell 
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1 

H* A« Pltzgibbon 


i 

1 
\ 

1 


F# 0* Boggan 






R* S* Gebhardt 


i 
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Mtjforapdua to Mr» R^^ Ifc 1 



Ihe types of errors that were corrected in the aaended 
• pages submitted in the above -znentioned cases are categorized below: 

a* Enclosures listed improperly 

b# Failure to indicate on administrative page 
reason why information copy of report was 
sent to an auxiliary office 

c» Failure to indicate place of investigation 
in details 

d. Failure to indicate title of subject's 
Government position in title of report 

e. Inc<^nplete title and character 

f • Subjects incorrectly listed as fugitives 

g# Failure to identify temporary confidential 
Infoitnant on administrative page 

h* Incozoplete synopsis 

i* Typographical errors and poor sentence 
structure 

J* Error in assembly of lengthy mimeographed 
report 

k» Improper lead 

1« Ambiguous language in details 

These errors were errors of form; they did not relate to the 
substance of the investigation and did not affect the outcome of the 
Afij^A. Erplanationa were not requested because the^substtoce^qf tii^^^ 

re administrative action. Because of the 




'*' *■ ? £."* '* ■•' Wy -> t^fjr^-^M* ■tk'ia 



^^^^^^^^^^^f^^^i 



nec^essarjf^,^ 



Memoranda of explanation from the Investigative Division 
supervisors idxo approved the amended pages in the ten cases listed 



previously hereintare attached«( 
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TO 



DATSt 

March 3, 1955 



A V 



Jiui^t, mm^^mranawm * ukitbd states gove&i^ment 

MR. TOLSOnjf^ A/ ^'^ 

r 




1 wa, ei al. 
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Ti*crrrovd 
T«k* Roo«» 






ri 



^ Reference i3 made to your memorcndun of 3/S/6S, 

freqtfisting explanation for careleasness^^^^epjauesi Jn fsi^ilure to 
<ittafh tOcM nemoranduwi to Vf7 din^jf the correct Qopy of the rewritten 
Jei-^r to dUr^ 



2lnci 



cthd 

for their ^irhrelessness 



I ivmediately called to my office Superuisor 

i^r* jF, a. ^interrowd, and reprimanded them severely 

in t he handli ng of tMs natter^ I requested 
ivinediate explanatiom from \ \ il^interroiod, and Uiss \ 

I ^~| clerk^9ieno^rapherl TKeee three people share BasTo 

responsioility for not having had the correction properly made. 

^1 requested explanation, also, from. Mr* F^ i» Price, 
whose meiiorandU9i reflects he had no opportunity to check the 
Tkemorandikm to Olney, and from Ur. G. k\ Scatterday, u>ho failed 
to rechepk the attachments^ I likewise failed to recheck the 
attachnents^ ^ 
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^ The Qecessity for exerc^^vng fyare in the preparation 
of ma iJL^ emanating ^rom. this office has been re^ emphasised to 
Bfiimont, Wint'errowd {in Rosen^s absence), and to Scatterday and . v 
)^uo m^Mbers of my '^ffi*^e staffs / j 






;^ J- I c^T^ur 'in ^interrowd's recos^mendation that 

g*f j I ondr himself, receive letters of censure, inasmuch 

fSs'^tnf^ were immedUaiTIy and basically involved in the rewrite of 
the letter in queftioti,. I have reprimanded Scatterday, and recommend 
no further adminiHsraVive action in that regard* I recommend that 
jLji^ceive a letter of censure, since this occurred in my divisional 
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LYBt^^h 



v# 
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'Si ^ 



#« 



%# 



ff*. 



c ,i> 



..if 



y.^ 



.*.i 



ivi 
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J, V 






-^d^ 



4' ^% ' .W!^«s*i.. 




^hta ]Riemorandun Is suKaltted to sat forth the ma^inoi^^n^ 
* iwhloh ?» liifbrraatlve noTOraxjdum was prepared for Asslst^t Attorney 
: &enar^i;^a^a# with copies for Acelstant Attorney Ocgieral Olnfey, ■ n 
*pre<fll!3.ftt<^d'<u^tt Information received by Liaison Agent^ Daunt from the 
SreaWry Da^rtmento "^ 



^%j 

) j 



/4 CU ' •* 

ZtUndor Public Law 72$ (Wllllaffis Dill) the Tre^t^iir^ .pepartment 
must advl-sa tfig Attowioy General of information recel^^ Inaic^tlng 
poasibleiilolf^ons 6h tl^a part of Treasury DopartMeat^j&rsoimel uAder 
the purvfew oCAthls statute. ' '^'' S *' 

T TherDepartmeWt made available to the Bxft»eau oases ^olfSr red 
by the Tgeasutw Deparment previously. These matters Ihvol^dixases 
that had<arl8oS sometlnje ago and it was, accordingly, saecesgbrgr that 
the Bureau determine from Treasury whether investigatlan had ber«i 
conducted and;;&he results thereof. This was done in each instance. 
It was determined that Treasury had conducted or was conducting:,, 
investigation and this inforviation was made available to the Department* 

The Information made available to Liaifpn Agent Daunt as 
reflected in mom orandura da ted February 23, 19^^. from ;Mr. Belmont to 
Mr, aciard^n concerns curr flOT ■iftBy g r'Sg^«>^€gyy ^jeasury, the oldest 
being'-febra^rj^S, 1955.» and the complaint r 0*^8 (8 in number) dlearly 
set forth the action being taken by the Treasury Department pertaining 
to thtese>e«ses<oIt'is noted that the infonoatlBh roo^tVed by the Bureau 
was irvitlie fom'-af a tickler copy of a letter f^-om the Treasury taitilia 
Attorney General^rnlshing full details aonceS3BXss..thfi&&'.^af'^^'^>i^^4o 
trehtmeht being accorded them, HECORDLD • 14^ Vq?^ % 06^S_f/!:^S^ 

l." yhe orlgiim Bureau Jhemofandure inc<A?p(a3:syWdasuAhiaixEhf9^ 
was re««ivtf4'in"fe» /%^unti;ig and Fraud Sectioi>4Srfrfcla»'.*ttfi^<2it.^Y 
February 28/ 1955^The;. s^fcfcor was analyzed ©Vid a. deterraljjatlVn J^f^^^, 
that there was %0' ii&^jL ^^^®^^.^^9'/»f^®'^^H^l^^|jJ|^^"'^'"** ' 



time since the 



?';^1 r'My had .f &11 debail a . aTfM>?aWi^^*4m 



m memorandum ^^,ShdS''d5Jiro£^March'n%S|«5<^^^ 

Bureau officials^ ^i^&emdranSia Vad returnbiu^-^-^jJJ^/j-^eKst^T^^ 



cAE:DcHn 8 e:nffili'^' 
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Frfiud Section on March 2, 1955> after it was decided that this 
Information would be a proper vehicle upon which to prepare a 
meiDorandum to Rankin and Olney wherein we could reiterate and place 
upon record again that the Internal Revenue Service had previously 
informed us there would be sorae delay in referring these cases to 
the Bureau because of tho shortage of clerical personnel in that 
agencyo 

. The draft of the letter originally submitted on March 2, 
1955# was returned for correction and the final drajt was submitted 
on March 3i 1955* under date of March k» 1955«" * * 

I The letter originally submitted under date of March k» 1955* 
has now been redated to March 7, 19$$, inasasuch as it did not leave 
tho Bureau on March k$ 1955* 

APDSWpUM : 

B. H >l Winterrovd 

^ The responsibility for the delay in this matter is mine 
I inasmuch as I did not return to Mr. Bvans the original memorandum 
prepared for redrafting into a memorandira fpr the Department until 
later in the day on March 2. This was because I was tied up with - 
numerous specials and did not get to it. Accordingly, I should be 
censured . . 
EHW:amh/^>' 
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BACKGROUND : By routing slip dated February 2, 1955, the Dallas 
Division 3^bIr^ttt;9a yaended copies of page 2 of the 



report of SA l | dated January 26, 1955, at Dallas ♦ 

It was indicated that the original pages in the report failed to 
indicate that investigation reported at the bottom of page 2 had 
beeaconducted at McKirmey, Texas. The amended page corrected this# 
No e;q)lanations or recommendations as to administrative action 
were submitted by the field nor was any such information sought 
by the Bureau* The routing sli p furnishing the amended pages 
was initialed by SOG Supervisor ! ~| 

GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter 514.-23, 5A/511-, provides ^In the 

future alX errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously 
disseminated." Section kk 1 j. Manual of Rules and Regulations, 
provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter must contain an 
explanation for the error, recommendations for any administrative 
action, if necessary, together with two copies of the amended 
pages of reports." 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Dallas, copy to 

Mr. Rosen, prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector H. C. Van Pelt covering such errors, 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanations. 

Attachznents 

cc - Mr. Boardman cc - SQg Personnel Piles i 

"4 Mr. -Rosen SA l \ 

a Mr. Mohr Sep^Thief P. L. Price 

■i [. SOG Personnel Piles: W*l Man E. Hugo Winterrowd 

1 ^ ■ SAC VJilliam A. Murphy Asst. Dir. A. Rosen 

\\ . SA William R. Jenkins SOG Piles - Dallas Division 
'i ^ SA l I Investigative Division 

BGHtjla 

U7) . 

'' 55 MAR 22 1955 ,,.mm^^'^'^'' 
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: EXPLANATI0NS RECEIVED ; By memorandum dated: March 1, 1955, the 

JQfillas* Division furnished the explanat ions b6 



of SAs | l and William :r» Jenkins. .SA [ 

advisea x;nax; ne naaconaucted. investigation at 5 different points 
in the Dallas territory submitting the results of same in a 
rough-draft report and ;;that upon .reviewing the finished product 
it .was observed that the words "at McKinney, Texas" had been omitted 
* on page 2 of the reports Hofftaan, advises :he immediately brought 
this to the attention .of the field supervisor in order that 
appropriate -action could be taken* 

Field Supervisor .William. R* Jenkins advised that upon 
being informed of the terror he saw to it that amended pages were 
immediately preparedand submitted to the "Bureau* He -added 'that 
the fault was -his ;in that he assumed: that the error ,was of 
a purely administrative .nature and as such would not relate to 
the contents of the communication* 

SAC William A* Murphy advises that in his opinion the 
error was one of judgment and not omission .and that he d oes not fee l 
that administra tive action is justified* *SbG Supervisor {_____] 

I advised that in his opinion the error reported by 
the Dallas Division was one of form rather than substance, and- 
that as a result, no explanations were requested nor were they 
necessary* * 

SAC Murphy, while at the SOG for conferences with Bureau 
officials, was interviewed in connection with this matter * He advised 
that the- employee who prepared this rApnnt ^ ^^ ' ■ . . I a typist 
in the Dallas Office* He added that Miss I I upon interview, was 
unable to recall that the stat ement "at McKinney; Texas" was on the 
rough draft submitted by Agent I I He wadded that inasmuch as' 
the rough drafts are destroyed subsequent /to the -time that ^the 
finished report is approved, he was unable to determine whether It, 
the rough draft, included the pertinent statement* 

CONCLUSION : Although this error was observed ani reported by 

the field; is an error of form ;rather than one of 
substance and had no effect whatsoever on the outcome of the case, . 
it did causeixnnecessary expense and undue correspondence due to 
the failure of responsible individuals* to adhere to established 
Bureau regulations* 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 



illSA[ 



1 Dallas* ♦♦•No action. ♦♦ ♦Inasmuch 

was or the opinion .that his rough draft contained the 



as SA 

statextienT; xxx question and inasmuch as the rough draft is no longer 
available for review, no action is recommended* 
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(2) Miss 



i typist, Dallas* ♦•♦No action^^*^She 



advised SAC that she has no recollection of the phrase "at McKinney, 
Texas" being on the rough draft and that inasmuch as she typed on 
similar statements elsewhere in the report she had reason to 
believe that she would have included it had it appeared* on the 
rough drafts 



(3) Field Supervisor fcilliam R» Jenkins, Dallas* •♦♦ 
censure»***for his failure to submit explanations and recommendations 
at the time that the amended pages were furnished to the Bureau* 



ik) SAC William A* MUrphy, Dallas* ♦•♦ censure* ***f or 
weaknesses in functioning of Dallas Office* 



(5) SA 



Criminal Section** ♦♦ 
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censure* ♦♦♦for failing to comply with established Bureau 
regulations .by requesting explanations and recommendations at 
the time that the amended pages were received^ 



(6) Chief.?* L. Price, Criminal Section* ***Hecommendat ion 
being submitted separately covering this and other similar matters* 
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(7) E. Hugo Klnterrowd, #1 Man, Investigative Division,^* 
Recoramendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters • 



(8) Assistant Director A* Rosen, Investigative Division.** 
No action*.. .In view of his being previously recommended for censure 
for this and other similar matters. 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OP SAs 



JENKINS AND 



ARE ATTACHED. 
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DETAILS 

Not reported herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file. 



- k' 



r 



vr/MkMo ^otSHMOw M 



i 







Office M-etnoranduM • united states government 



TO 



I MR. C. A. TOLSON 



DATS: 3/17/55 



moM I MR. R. T. HARBo/^li^ 
^ . H 0-.-- 



/ 



E. H. WINTERROl© 

#1 MAN 

INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 

NONVBTERAN 

NOT ON PROBATION 



ToUm 




$izoo 



BACKGROUND t Separate memoranda of R. T. Harbo to Mr. Tolson 
have teen sutsaitted covering weaknesses upon the part of the 
field and the SOG for not following existing Biireau instructions 
governing the transmittal of amended pages of reports. Two of' 
these cases involved personnel of the Accounting and Fraud " 
Section and six of these cases Involved personnel of the Criminal 
Section. ' Both of these sections of the Investigative Division 
are under the over-all control of Mr. Winterro\«a. Copies of 
each of the eight memoranda were designated for the personnel 
file of Mr. Winterrowd. Each of sa'ld memoranda stated that 
recommendations woxad be submitted separately concerning his 
responi|b;ility in these matters.- The purpose of this memorandum 
1^ to s^nit said recommendations. 



WEAKNESSES POUND - 
ACCOUNTING AND FRAUD SECTION; 



^^, Partners, DBA H. 

] Ascertaining yinanciai ADixiT;y. . . (1 ) Failure 
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A. 



5 f.r> ipst-.runt: Miflmi t o suhmlt ftxplanatlons o f personnel responsible 
and recommendations regarding administrative action, when calling 
Miami's attention by 0-1 form 1/27/55 to fact that report of 
SA Doiiglass E. Wendel 1/19/55 contained a lead for action vdii»J> 
was not properly the function of the Bureau (ascertaining from 
one of the subjects whether he was planning to complete certain 
arrangements with the Assistant United States Attorney), and 
(2)< not requesting foregoing . explanations and recommendations 
;7he'n'Miami submitted .amended .psfees of said report 2/10/55. 



r\ 



HCVP:mpm/fpp \^Cf^4^ 

Mr. .Rosen "f ' ^ 

SOG fiJLe - Investigative Divlsioii 



1 - 

1 r- 

1 - 

1 - 
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>,ki5^*.^.rt^ 



■rpiSiiiiSw»»w<wi*w^i<tes*i«<w»ili 



J . »* * 
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■^mk\. CURau W(NV£STIGAT10H, 



'^fiyiiiirTTriT'd 



ri 



,^f .^-^^ ^ 
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I I Selective 

Service Act of 19M^8j Conscientious Objector** ♦Failure to * 
instruct Albuquerque to submit explanations of persoimel 
responsible and recommendations regarding administrative 
action, following receipt of Albuquerque letter 2/8/55 
transmitting amended pages of report of SA Robert W. Carnes 
1/10/55 changing the original description of "enclosures to 
Bureau" from "Two photostatic copies of registrant's Selective 
Service file" to "Two photostatic copies of pertinent portions 
of registrant's Selective Service file*" 

WEAKNESSES FOUKD ^ b7c 

CRIMINAL SECTION : 
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I . J wa*; Mrs* 

was*.j Fugitive; Interstate Transportation of stolen Motor 
Vehicle* ♦ *Failure to obtai n frpT^^^'^'^^p-'^ ^^ responsible personnel 
and recommenaaxjions covering administrative action upon receipt 
of Richmond's routing slip 2/1/55 transmitting amended pages of 
report of SA Donald J. Tisher, 1/28/555 which failed to identify 
a T informant mentioned in the details* 



Unknown Subject; Lt* (3*g*) |~ I Victim; 



Crime on Government Reservation - Assaiat** *yaiiur"ero request 
. explanationsio f responsible persoxmel and recommendations 
covering administrative action upon receipt of Miami's letter 
2/8/55 transmitting amended pages of report of SA Clyde, P. 
Aderhold 12/7/5^ which failed to clearly Identify individuals 
named therein* ^6 

b7C 

I l Et Al:.. Metropolitan State 

Bank^ Derby, Colorado; Jvily 19, 195^; Bank Robbery - 
Conspiracy -^Escape and Rescue... (1) ^Failure to instruct 
Denver to subisilt^e^planations of responsible personnel and 
recommendations covering administrative action, when calling 
Denver^s attention 1/2V55 to incomplete title and character 
of report of SA Harold C* Cook 1/12/55 and poor sentence 
structure and messy typing of two parole reports, and (2) failure 
to see to It that existing Bureau instructions were followed 
when Denver submitted amended copies of said Investigative 
report and corrected copies of the two parole reports by 
letter 2/1/55^ 
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was»; Fugitive - Interstate b7c 

Transportation or Stolen Property - >Mail PraudV.»(l) ^FflHi^rft 
to Instruct C hicago to submit explanations of responsible 
' pui^^Oxm^i Ana ruauimuunautiun - S" cuverim ' H gministrative action, 
when calling Chicago's attention 1/11/55 to incomplete character 
and synopsis of report of SA John B* Harrington 1/6/55, and 
fact that -page Ij? of said report was missing, and (^) failure 
to see to it that existing Biireau Instructions were followed 
when Chicago submitted amended pages of instant report by 
letter 3/8/55. ' ' ^ ^ « 



* I I; Ihef t Prom Interstate Shipment - 

Bills of .Lading .Act.. > Failure to Sf^.^. to .it that existing T^y^fimi 
instructions we re followed when Dallas routing slip 2/2/55 was 
receive g transmitting a^^ of report of SA I I 

I I l/<ib/b!> io snow tnat cerSam investigation reported 
had been conducted "at Mc Kinney, .Texas*" 
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^ ^ . ■ .Fugitive - Deserter... 

responsible personnel and recommendations covering administrative 
action, when calling Chicago ts attention to fact that report of 

SA| |l/ai|/55 did not indicate why copy was designated 

for Kansas City, and (2) failure to see to it ^ that existing be 
Bureau instructions were followed i/hen Chicago submitted b^c 
amended pages of instant report by letter $:/ll/55. 

The weaknesses in each of the above-described eight 
cases caused undue expense and unnecessary correspondence. 

EXPLANATION OP Wi^ WINTERROWD : 

"It should be pointed out that heretofore in a memorandum 
dated February Zk$ 1955i Mr* Hosen* recommended that Messrs* Price, 
Evans, the writer, and himself receive letters of censure in this 
matter. I agree that I should be censured; however, I wish to 
point out that both sections tinder my general supervision had 
heretofore handled errors of form and nonsubstantive errors 
throxigh the use of the Bureau error form, 0-17# In matters 
Involving substance, both sections have insisted on explanations 
and have made appropriate recommendations ♦ We had pursued the 
procedure of following the Manual of Rxiles and Regulations with 
regard to errors which requires recommendations for administrative 
action, if necessary* In addition, it has been noted that 
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Seotlozi 8b of the Inspeotors manual differentiates between 
routine and serious administrative delinquencies • This section 
of the Inspectors manual indicates that explanations of 
employees to be obtained in those categories of serious 
administrative delinquencies # 

"I wish to assure that there is no doubt in my mind 
as to the seriousness involved in the commission of errors, 
both in the field and at the Seat of Government, and both 
sections, the Criminal and Accounting and Fraud Sections, are 
to adhere strictly to the instructions now in existence^" 

CONCLUSION : 

Because of the undue expense and xmnecessary 
correspondence resulting, it is felt that the Accoimting 
and Fraud Section and Criminal Section, as well as the 
field, were derelict in the handling of the afore-mentioned 
cases* In view of his over-all responsibility for the 
effective operations of the Accounting and Fraud Section 
and Criminal Section, it appears that Mr* Winterrowd 
shares the blame ;for these weaknesses* (Mr» Eosen»s iprlor 
recommendation of 2/2l|/55 that Mr* Winterrowd be censured 
was held in abeyance pending receipt of all explanations 
concerning these delinquencies*) 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1) B* H* Winterrovyd^, Investigative Division* * . * 
censure^ ^* ♦because of the Ineffective fxmctionihg of the 
Accounting and Fraud Section and Criminal Section* 

(2) No recommendations necessa^ rdgarding other 
personnel involved*.. * such action having been taken 
separately* ^lih^ 



^ 
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PERMANENT BRIEF OP MR. WINTERROWD IS ATTACHED HERETO. 
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>l«8si«»^f} f er hit A^aroviM subniMieii »f eoiT#<tii4 Mm» mUh m 
Kit JMStit aiit;r i>#«««K0n<l«fcli»n as t« mominlmtmu^ meU&n, 

C^mmntm of tttu sAe tre <S«»ir©^, 



b6 

D / C 



3A/55 



cc- Personnel file E, ff, Winterrowd 



Mr'* <* 



f^ 



-a 



SA 
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I did not Bul3nl1< an iD:q)laiiatlor) concernlns the 
above-raetifcloned erropg Inasmuch as ^ report 
>7aa corrected %n Beadqwarters Clt^r and the amended pasea returned 
to the Bureau without iny knoi-aedge. J rejjret that t^ report wxb 
vQt properly prepared in the first Inatancej and I Kill cxerciee 
more care In the future in order to prevent a recurrence or errors 
of this tiature* 



ASAC JAJIHSQW: X refjret that J did not request an erolanation 

fro^i SA John P. Curran concernlns the errors in 
hia^report of December 30, 195^** as is required by Section 4-1^ 
of the Manual of Rules and Regulations, 1 win exercise rtoro care 
In the future in laatters t>f this iiature and •wjll request ejcplanatlons 
for errors coinmltted In accordance with the Bureau ^s Instructions, 



SAC SOUCY: 



Both of these employees have Iseen instructed 
to avoid a repetition of this. 



A 



^' . v 



StJFEHyiSORBtDOll 0* WILLIhMS > 

OB 2yxo/$$0 iLlbany mM lattrueto^ ito siilmit 
<)orr««t«<i page to r«port ^tt "i2/^O/^0 1^« eorreotioiw 
1;<> jr«iri#«t «xAot 4at« of px«s«outlv« aetlmi aa ifegardt 
tfaVM fli^bj«ct» «a4 to <lol«to A4iiiai«tr«.tlTo jref«r0aoo to 
«^QaXl««>7 office mlrtol, In (lot«il«* 

SIm «ovr«<^ti9iui iroro 2iot oonsldorod to «ff««t 
th« )iubst«ao« of the iavostigAtl<m *nd vioro iroqussto^ ia 
tho lutorosi of tho hls$be«t 4«gl>*o of elaritr* Vhon 
eorraoiod p«go« iforo roeolvotf it vaa a«ftyBe4 personaol 
yo«poaslbX« lm4 boon propoirly ftdtsoQlohod ftt floltl 1«t«2 
nhon liui»Puetioa« pused on to make tJaw jaoc«t»ttX7 rovlf Ions 
is tlM r^ort* Aoeordlngly^ oxplaaAtlon* v#z>.# not 7«<|ue«t«d« 

Iho ooryootlona mdo itj th« report cttod dl4 not 
Involvo «rror« ^teh aff octod tht aubetaaeo of tho Inveatl- 
Satloa. In aeoordanoo vltli tlio protodura that the SAC 
ooneidar n<^sttb«tantlv« error* In ooanection ulth the 
attbMlaalon of perfomanoe rtitiBgo on eMployeef, It was not 
deeaed neoeaeary to repeat explanations fro« the field nor 
to reeomeod adMiniatratlve aetioo* 

^mam om «ai «. a. wiKsaaowj) 

The ottrrent prooodnre being f^XU^md U to aak for 
oxplanatloaa ineaaneotlofi vltii errora «f aubstanoe* In 
ttonaeoti^ with iionaubstantiv* errora^ ourreat Inatruetiona 
require that the SAC walatal* r*«ord« with regard to the 

jL™f?i:*ii!!!i''L^!T*"^*^? *• requeat oxplanationa and make 
appropriate reoonmendatloaa in oeoneotlon with mr^orn of 
Wbatanoe, fbeae prooedurea are being oarefully followed* 
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V 



.f6ni «r •ttb«ft«ne«» b« ««Lr«ltair •YftXu»t«4 And MCiaAnatioiKi 
obt«lJM4 vfhmrm ap|>r9ppiAi«* 
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Ausable Forks Branch, National 

Commercial Bank and Trust 

Company of 'Albany, New York 

FEDERAL RESERVE ACT 

.Albany Pile 29-273 

Bureau File 29-17931 
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INSPECTOR BROWN: This ^Pending Inactive case, Albany Origin, 

^was. assigned to SA (A) Edward A, ,McShane. 
October 15> 195^y supervised on the desk of the ASAC. j 

Pending accounting report dated ll/lQ/q4 

was submi tted by SA Mc Shane and approved by SA 1 | 

I I ^ 

Albany memo to the JBureau dated 12/20/54 ; 
transmitted the original and two copies of corrected pages ; 
7 through 13 which ^were to be substituted in the report of | 
SA McShane dated 11/19/54- This memo of 12/20/54 does not ] 
indicate the number or nature of changes, or the reason why 
the changes were necessaryj does not contain explanations of 
personnel responsible, as to why report v/as not properly pre-: 
pared in the first place and does not contain recommendations 
as to administrative action deemed necessary ^ as. required^ by, 
Section 4-1-or .of Manual of Rules and Regulations. , ' ^ 

The file, does not indicate that corrections 
were made in the ^copy of the, report in the files of the USA 
at Syracuse, .N*, .¥• ^ 

An explanation is desired from SA\ McShane 
as to the. errors in his report dated 11/19/5^ necessitating 
the amended pages and as to why an explanation concerning #^4^/>^ 
these errors was not included in the^ letter of transmittal to^. ^^^ 
the Bureau dated 12/20/54, dictated by him.. Also as to wh^^. , 
ther corrections have been made in copy of report in filest^p: 
USA 'and, if so, why the file does not Indicate that this has:' 
been done. 



,<^ 



^.;=*j 



An explanation is desired from* Relief 

Supervisor I l as to why he approved the ^ 

above report which subsequently required 7 corrected pages. . ^S> 



ULBANY RECHECIC^^ g ^^;^0'^ 

3/ /55v^ > ,^^ Personnel file E. S. Wi-^ " 
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CAH:PA1^/^ ^^•^ Personnel file E. H* Winterrowd o^'^"^ 

8 9 APR 81955 
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An explanation, is desired from Relief 
Supervisor Joseph A. McGraw f or ,his approving submission of 
corrected .pages with a, cover letter, without, an explanation 
and without. any recommendation as to administrative action. 

Comments of the SAC are desired. 



SA MC SHANE: Corrected pages transmitted to the Bureau 

by Albany memo of 12/20/5^ were prepared 
based on Bureau 0-17 Routing Slip which, in accordance with 
instructions printed thereon, was, destroyed when -corrections 
were made. . , ' . 

The original pages are not presently 
available in the Albany file, having been destroyed. I recall 
that the changes requested by the Bureau were concerned with 
the administrative setup of two of the Items of violation and 
the- changes were made to present each violation as a complete 
separate item. I would like to point out that the changes 
related to presentation of the facts and were not substantive 
in nature. 

One copy of each corrected page was 
furnished to SA, Peter G. Roth at Syracuse for replacement in 
the: U. S. Attorney's file. I did not indicate that on the^ 
Albany copies of the report but have done so today., 



SA 
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I do not recall signing the report 
referred to/ but no apparent substantive 
errors "were; observed' in the report. In the future every 
effort will be made to see that reports of this type are; in 
accordance with the form set forth in the manual. 

SA MC GRAW: I regret that 1 do not recall specifically 

the nature of the corrections in connec- 
tion with this matter, but evidently thought the corrections 
were for the reasons indicated -by SA MC SHANE and not factual 
errors; however, the necessary action consistent with Bureau 
regulations will bef complied with in all future instances* 

SAC SOUCY: These employees listed above have been instructed 

to take the necessary precaution to avoid a 
repetition of this. 
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CowMMial B«o^ 4m« Trutt 
CoaiiMitty «r 4U«»jff »*ir Ytfrlp 

Burf ii nu ??-n?3V 

zrsfmvi%on a. s, cook* upon *•▼!«« «i" tfc» ^?*»'«»«jj^ ^ 

r«|wr*» i« wftf noU4 thftt «Uhoagti 
«1X tiM inforaftttoift iim*m«i7 toy pro«««tttlir« Mtlon »«• 
•oataiiuid I* «ii» iNrporli, *Wli ip^por^ wf «ot ••* «p ill 
»o«ox^«t»e« irlth tta* •negMtlMW »«t f ai:»tl» in Syttia© i»i^ «f 
tkM itoniMl of XooirttoUoBO* Uii^oi* *»» wliboidiBi of 
"Offooo^f," itoti imsbo* 000 oo« forth tliroo 4iotia«t lto«io 
of offonooo wtorooo thooo iU«o otoaXd bo sojwrotoA »» to 
diatiaot ito«»« All tfoo liifosMMi%io« noooosory for proooo«- 
iito ottUoa mB oontoiaod i» thooo itoaw, ^^^J-f,^f i*^^ 
that Sdwrtf *• »o£h«iio» Ifoiog on oooowiUat of iiaitod 
oxi»orioiMo, ohoulil bo f uroiohoa oMitioiMl gnidonoo in tho 
proporotion of Podorol Hooorw Aot roporU, fhoroforo, 
tfao AXUtv Offioo raador 4oto of l>ooo«bor 2^ 1954f >««^ 
odviood by OR 0-17 orrwp f ow thot kbit ropor* iioo not 
sutMiitkod oeoordiae to tho ougtovtlono »ot forth ia ^oetion i^ 
of tbo Monttol of Xnotruotiono* 

Ifho 3AC, Albony *•» not roqtiostod 
to foniioh any roooiwoiidotioiM for odsLaistrotivo sotioa 
ittoimaoh •• tlilo orror «•• woroly on orror in aotting up 
tbo roport it* oooordAiioo ndth tho ooMootioiM in tht Moowl 
of InotrtMtiono. Thio orror noo on orror in f or« onXy ond 
did iwt offoot tho ovtbotOMO of tho roport or tho aotorltX 
o^foiXobXo for protoentiYO totlon* 

SECnOM CBXSP C. A. 1VA103 

tbo orror f om »ont by tho 9urj«t to iXbjBqr 
*Marod noaoubotaiitlTO aftttors* Xaooattoh «• orroro oT fotii 

SI iSudSSS b^tho SAC ia -^nr is ^S^SuSItKii^J 

•b oinXoyooo* it ¥*• uniioooooonr to Aok for oapionAtiono or 
to yoooMOhd AdndBlotrotiTO Aotioa* 






k 



/ 



,tt ^^ •"' 



NUMBER ONE MAiri!« H« VIITOERROWD 

TAid«r pr«a«nt proo*dup08 v<t a^tt i^iequesting explanations 
automatieally t^era arrora of aubstanea are danotad. This w&a 
tha proaadura foUovad In tha past* Va ara axtanding eTary 
affort to aaa that this prooadux*a ia adhax'ad to* 

ASSISTAmP DIRECTOR A. ROSEH 

X liava liaratofora iasuad instruotlons that axplanationa 
ba raquaatad in aonnaetlon with aubatantiva arrora and that all 
aattars ba aapajTullr raviawad so that they aan >a eallad to tha 
attention of the field regax»dleaa of vhathey they are non- 
aubatantiya ttt aubatantiva erropa* 



- 2 - 




1* ^ 



April 4, 1955 



PSRSdlfAL AHD mHFIdSHimt 



Ur» JPt Bugo WinUrrowd 
Ttderal Surtau of mv^^tigaiion 
Wa»hingionf D*C» 



D0ar Mr* Wini9rr0wit 

Th€ Bureau haa carefully reviewed the facte 
concerning the inefficient functioning of the Accounting 
and JTraud Section and criminal section of the Xnveati' 
^tive Sivieion in failing to comply with existing 
Bureau regulationa concerning the handling of aerioua 
errors occurring in inveatigative reportk^ On aeveral 
recent occaaiona auperviaory personnel have noted 
aubatantial err or a in inveatigative reporta and have 
conpletely diaregarded outstanding inatructions to 
obtain explanationa for theae errora together with 
reoowsandationa regarding adniniatrative aotiont 

Aa overall auperviaor of theae aeotiona^ it 
waa your reaponaibility to inaure their efficient operation* 
Accordingly, it ts espected that you will take proper 
Maaurea to aee to it that there is no repetition in the 
future of such delinquenoiea on the part of peraonnel under your 
auperviaion*^^,,; „. v^ii^! J.,,, ^ ,^ — 



T^SOA mm 111 >fi^ n 

Pv»»ns „.. ,1 




MAlLg 

mBAskllAidksy 










fiii>m>'^^^'''^ 



S«ar,chac9 



FEDtRAL %mikm^ *(<U;>tf(jAllO« 

^ts 



T 



cc t Mr J Roaen, (Personal Attention) 

iotes Bdsed on nemo from B*T* Earbo to Ur* Tolson', 
dated 3-17-5^, initials H07P:»pm:fpp* 



7«55 



,».H 






■^U>' 





>rv n* *^-^ 




(-Hfice M-Cfmrandum * umTBD staths government 



TO 



noM I 



1 



tpajBcr: 




DATE, 3/a/53 



1 vlth alias: 



± 



\ 



UNAUTHORIZED PUBLICATION OR USE OF QQimv'l 



CATIONS 



he 

b7C 



^^ohr ,., 

f jtArcrrow4 . 
TtU. R6om 



With reference to Mr. Tolsor.'.:' ^equea'. ' r explana- 



tions as to why" the copy of the letter to Mr. P 



sxpiana 

J ', / • 

.ute t".- new 
U'at ti'is was 



designated for Olney was not changed to sub 

draft, the writer has no excuse for not seeli. 

done. I was so Interested In deteralnlng that u.e letter 

was written in a more cordial t >3 and interested in proof - 

readinp it that I neglected to check the copies designated 

for OlSey! While thire were a number of di . ' Ion representatives 

.in the office on othyf natters, I did carefr. ':' review the 

original of the letter but did .not check 1 ■ pies. This was 

a case where I was too hasty. 



1 Un 



1 had instructed Mr.| \ Un^V Chief ■ the 

Criminal sect ion, to have the It^tter rewritten 1*^. the absence 
I I who had prepared t^e o: ' al -1-^rtf>r . 



of Supervis or 



Mr. I 

in turn, 



] had nothing to 



:e Oi 

do with the r'^ draft. Mr. 



I feel 



b6 
b7C 



*.. ^^.., brought it back to me where I approved it. 

that he was negH-^ert as well as I. Accordin?3.v 1 r onrcmend 

that we both receive letters of censure. 

With re spect to Miss I .1. HhQ W as 

^instructed by Mr. I I to redo the lett*?r i ^*]—, J ^ 

a copy of which was designated for the New ''' rx Division which 
she changed properJx. toever, she was .n-.'t specifically 



instructed by Mr. I I to change the copy golr.-; tu Olney. 

Nevertheless, the Olne y memorandum was cllppe.u to go with th 
letter to Mr. II of the Squibb Cowpa/.y and,, according]/^ 
it Is felt,, in view of her position as Clerk -Stenographer , rS.V? » 
having responsibilities in secretarial duties, she should hav< 
caught this and changed it. Therefore, she shraild b« censured. 

Attached are the memoranda of ?L'. I l and >^iss 



Attachments 



EHW:LS 

(5) 



« 



£C0«O^^ 








izKiaM Form 88 
<R«V. AU«. I1W) 



A: 



i^^^Ml 



T OF MEDICAL EXAMINATIO 



t 



f. IA5T NAMI^^IRST MAMt--M©OU NJ^Mt 

l^INTERROWD. EARL HUGO 



Z, ^RAC»e AND COMPONENT C^ fOSJTION 

GS16 - SA 



3^ BXNTtf (CATION Wa 



2101 Suitland Terr. S.E.> Wash.D.C. 



5. fV^POSS OF jEXAMMMATKW 

Annual 



$. J?ATt OF CXAMHUTtON 



l|-$-5 5 



7. S£X 

Male 



Vvl^ite 



%, TOTAL YR$» €OVT. ^WYtCC 



to. tCf ARTMJENT. AOtNCY, 0« JCI^VJCg 

9mo. PBI 



1 U' Oft^ANOATlON D WT 



IZ. CATC OF j^ftTW 



tX flACC OF JWi^TH 



14. NAMC |3aATl0^lSH^^ AND kOOt^SSS Of NEXT OF K»< 



Ft > Wayne, Indiana Wife 



15w EXAMINING f ACIUTY <« fXAMlNOt AND AC^O^^eSS 

Bethesda 



^Mfl l HtH WfWMAllUHt 



b6 



M. liATINfi Oft SPECIALTY 



~TlMt IN TH» CAPACITY: TOTAL 



lASTSlX MONTHS 



ClINICAL EVALUATION 






NOftMAL 



JL. 



M»i O >« m ii| I iw»*ii * <i » 



**^<I^J*lim>i m » " ^- 



JJL. 




U X 

, y WWIIIIWI Wl ' F4-MK 



M)^ 



I X 



O X 






FtmaU» only 



iCti€^k pacfi item in appfopetmt^ <;<?l* 



a >tfA&. FACt NKK. ANO 5CAl> 



W. NO$C 



20. $iNi;sc$ 



Jl, MogTH AND TH8PAT 



^, tA«5^^£NCRAL ^^^^ „->>- j(^. mmmi-lt^ 



m^mttp unAi^ item* 70^mitd7O 



ZX OftUMS Xf^rforiUion) 



■ ■ III m il i m mm mm mm>m m t, M m< « <,Hm n ,m n;»^ ^: J ^ 'J, »' ' ' • 



2Sr OWTKALMOSCOPIC 



26. n*U^ iiEgvalitg $7i4 rcwf^) 



27.ocuA«'MOTiuTY iiTCL'.rrS'' 



2$. UiNG$ ANO 0«:iT ilnctudi brtaati) 



Rales rt. lower base U.R.I 



2$. «EAAT (rtr»*^ lU^, f ftyttw, w*«**) 



30. VASCUA*^ 5YSTtM < V'(rrfco*&»«*, efc^ 



$t A$00MCN Ai^O V^CCKA iHclyit kenik) 



52. ANV$ ANO^CtuMj?i^^^;^^> 



53» JENDpCSINS $Y$TCM 



54. $-U ^YSTtW 



n. iftn:^ txTPtmrxE.^ i^S^^ 



i^fOf 






56w $«^aLOTHen MUSCULO$KCUTAL 



». »ENT«rya^K5 body wAittcst^CARj. tattoos 



B^ck neg. this exam 
As before 



40L$K»LtYMWUTIC5 






42» P5YC*^Tft»C <fii>teifit»^i,9er*ondity 



\ 



43. mom Q VA$HWL D <tCCTAt 




iContinu^ in item 7S) 



^M4. DENTAL <Jp/oc« tpv^o^iaU *ffTO^o^* «6od« «f ^^ow aitmba of upper In4 /(w<r iteth^ retpectipdy) 

O.'^HestonbU teeth ^...X^Jtfwf^tf t«£4 <« X fli^SUei tifiige, l>r^Ut» to 



(.?^Niynrest^^«^€ teeth 



l^Heptaced bp 4e7awreM 



y ^^, ^^ 30 » 2$ 27 26 25 I 24 23 22 



indudt ^tvtme'Tt^ 



JO 11 12 « 14 15 



^t 



«;tMARK» AND AWWIONAL CENTAL OETECTS AND 
t«SEASe$ 

Torus mandibularus,Bllat 
Calculus -Periodontal dis 



" ic^^-^^ ' 



LAIOUTOltY f mO^^ 



4$, VftlNALY5I$; $P. ,i», 1.015 



Ialbvmin susar 

Neg.l Neg. 
Normal 



26WW95S- 



MK«oscof*iC 



.., Ne g, S.§!9.J73 5226.r5.^.., 



49,*LOOOTYP£AN0lt« 
FACTOR 



4S. CWE$T X-RAY iPtaee, iate^ flm number, remtt^ 



50.OTHCHTEST5 




$1. HB^MT 



73 3/1^ 



188^ 



MCASUItCMENTS AND CTKClt FtN»tN6S 

N«illlii|illKrfcl u lii(»i^ I I 



brown 



M.COtOi^CYC$ 

brown 



a C5 D a 



/g ^ b ;, ^ 



/^«^ 

^T^ 



M#t 



ms 



57, »tjOOO fMSSUV Mrm 4i k^ti UseT^ 



51 KfLSe {Arm 9i UeH level) 



,$lTTrN« ^ 



jm 



«A$> 



^ 



5J. 



S£ 



M- 



JhO. 



$Y1 



ms. 



ia£M,NT VtSfONM* 



<^<iwTao/ i>0 o cowt Ti 



■^/ 25 



*5TZ0/ i)U o^COi^.To'^ g;0 



5TANCHNC 



T$Y$. 



$lTTlN<ft 



WS. 



96 



ArTE« tVXftOit 



HEf*ACTlOM 



$Y 



<X 



i WIN. AfTEH 



^eCUMKNT 



Af TCX STANDING 
IMIN. 



«1. 



NtAft VISION 



cowtto 



«Y 



•Y 



CX 



COto^.TO 



»Y 






Scx< 



*,«. 



UK 



«I$M MV, 



WSM CONV, 



>c 



to 



«5. ACCQMMOOATION ^ 


"^ 


M. COton VISION (TMi Wtftf •«< KWZO 


€5. «;WH FCItCtmoN 


UNCOft#!eCT£0 


Ktwt uaffg^ **■ 


Aoc - a9Uo - 16/18 


<Xtf^«CT£0 


«. rtfLOOFVttior* 


C7* NWHT VBION iTut wed ««(( *cor«) 


eifccouNs 


69. INTRAOCUU* riaMSiON 


70. , 1H£AteN« 


71. AWMOMrrti^ 


7L rSYCHOLOGtCAL AND PSYCHOMOTOR (Tetff lu«4 ««<[ f core) 


HWMTWV 1$/55$V l5/»$ 

ttnwv 15a5$v 1.5 A5 




350 


aoo 

Mt9 


' ibti 


90^ 


tOSM 

MS99 


iooo 


«000 
919% 






WCXT 










^M 










urr 










^^ 















7X NOTES iContiniu^ ANDSI^lTtCANTOft INTt*VAL WISTOHY 



Recotnmend interval eye check - probably :requires Rx change which will 
correct eyes to 2 0/20 ♦ 

Functional - labile hypertension — diet Phenabarb 
Chest ,X Ray l|-7-55 (lUxl?) Essentially negative 



I * i 



■ ■ - ■ ■ 1 pi^^Mwwi nm iwi i w —iiiw n il ,1, <ii#i»«wiiiii ^i> i P n ji *i m .»i 



74. SUMMARY OF OCfCCTS ANO DlACNOSes {tt^ Oagnotei vkK Ueiif ««mM-<) 



"^^"S^?^fS?1&r?rV*CT^"S!c'~'^"ire^ 3 mo. of eli?cec of 

phenabarb • 



7$. 



niYSICALfftORU 



iM m i r i n i^m f 



77, CXAMiNM iCheck) 

^^^^ouAi.tf«oroR Strenuous phys. exertion & use of firearbs^ ^YsacAtaTtcoRY 



71. If NOT OUAUf «0. UST ptSOUAUFYINC OCfCCTS iY ITCM NUMKR 






7% Ttt^ Oft H^INTEO NAMtOF rMY$tClAN 



St<;MATUR£ 



/S/ N. ?• Aspen 



«0. TYKO OR WyNTEO NAMf OF PHYSICIAN 



SJONATURt 



IL TYpEO OR l«INTtO NAMtOF OENTIST OR ^YSICIAN {HikiU vMck) 



Sl^NATURC 



/S/ K. K- Bridge 



«. TY«0 OR WftlNTEO NAMt OF R€V«WlNa OFFtCtR OR 



>RAf^|^TM<; 
i^KvERNME 



AUTKOfttTY 



SltyUTURS 



VERNMEfflr «%I^fnNtt OFF JCe t I95J'-0-44341 1 i*^ «22S»' 



NUMStl^OFAt* 
TACHEOSKEtTS 



•r 



^ 



! 



> v^*»i 



% 



: « ' ^» 



ATTACHMEOT TO STAKDAFD FORM 88 
(Revised July 21, 1952) 

Report of Medical ExaMnation 

FOR INFORMATION AND GPIDANCEiOF MEDICAL EXAMINER; 

The following portions of the attached examination; report form n6«d 
not be cozopleted: 

2 67 

3 68 
.11 69 

Li 71 (imless other 
17 examination indl- 

62 cates desirable) 

65 72 

Item AB, the electrocardiogram, is not required unless the 
exaialnee is over 35 years of age or tmless other exaiolnatlon indicates 
such i s de sirable • 

If the examinee is an applicant, the Chest X ray and blood 
type and Rh factor (items A(> and 49) are not necessary unless the 
facilities for affording same are readily available to the examiner • 

FOR ALL EXAMINEES, WHETHER CLERICAL OR SPECIAL AGENT APPLICANTS OR 
EMPLQIEESf 

The medical examiner should answer the following question: 

Examinee . >UO qxxalif led f or strenuous physical 

(is or fSsftiii^ 
exertion. (Designate which) 

FOR ALL MALE EMPLOYEES OR APPLICANTS ; 

The medical examiner is requested to answer the following: 

Does examinee have any defects restricting or prohibiting his 
participation in defensive tactics and dangerous assignments which might 
entail the practical usefifflrearms? 




If answer is "yes" ^please specify. 

IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT -ALL STATEMENTS IN ITEMS 59. 6l. 6^ AND 70 PERTAINING 
TO VISUAL ACUITY. COLOR VISION AND HEARING BE COMPLETED INJ)ET-AIL 



[EARING BE COMPLETED INJ^-AIL/ ^ 
(Signature-oiff^MedicaL ExismlrTer) 
(Mte] 



r 






(ftfiRAIl BUREAU OF INYESTIGATliP 
UMED^StAtESlDEPARlMM OK- JUSTICE' 



FD.18S 



REPORT OF PERFORMANCE RATING 



b 

Name of Employee E« Hugo Winter rowd 






J 



Where As$ighed: Investigative Division 

(Divi^on) 

Payroll Titles Special Agent 



No* One Man 



(Section, Unit) 



Rating Period: from Vl/?^ 



to_3Z2iZ2i 



ADJECTIVE RATING 



Sf^tlf^fantory 



Rated by: 
Reviewed by: 
Rating approved by; 



Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 



,^^^^^^2xi^u^^ 



Emj>loyee'$ 
Initials 



Assistant Director 5/27/55 



Signature 



Title 



Date 




Title 

Assistant Director 



Date " ^ 

:.:ay a 1955 



Signature 



Title 



Date 



\d 



% 



TYPEOFREPO 

(X) Offi«alR£C(KlDED'139 
(x) Annual 



( ) Administrative 



18 MAY 51955 






^^m'i 2 1955 

iU at iii«i.;>il(jATtOSt 

-SepjaiKartfiSBTSHvioe 

( ) Special 




NARRATIVE COMMENTS 

\ntv* rh^- r^'Kulaiion* mjuirc tliM OUTS^rANl)lN<* r»tmgs be »ui^rte4 by » sutemrm in writm« strttlng. forth IN I )K'rAlL the jwrf^rniarHT IN H\*KK^ 
\SIM-:4 • I' nM tlu' KKAS< *NS ft)r vonwdennj: wh worthy of SPECIAL ("OMMKNDA'J H >X 

I'NSA'I'ISl'ACTOKY nuifig* muist b^ supyortt'd bv a stMi'meiit in writinj^ HAtin^ (X) WHKRKIN the jvrfonn^mre i-* uTisiiti?;|juior>, V4} tU? facwni 
\\w {\t) day) PKIOK \VAKNIN<;. and (3) th« tfert* m*de AFl'ER THE WARNlNO T(> HELP th^ fm^^ltiy^r bnrt« hi» i)erfx»nnancf uj) m ^ 



I- 

O 

lU 

I I— 
or?- 

ur 






.3" 
in 



rvj 



%l 



0f 






FD.185 A 



PERFORMANCE RATING GUIDE 
FOR INVESTIGATIVE PERSONNEL 

(For use « «tuchmtnt lo Perform*»cc R*tltig Form N<x FD-ISS) 



N*me oC Emptoyee E> HugO Wj^Rterrgwa 



TiOe ^Sp.ftO'lal.,.Agftnt, 



K*tifig period froffl^/^/^^ to 3/31/^^ 




RATING GUIDE AND CHECK-UST 

Only those items having pertbent beanng oo ew^f^eeV perfonsMiftcc sIkkuM be rttcd AU employees in «3une saUry grade shouH be compared- 

Kate item* as foUows: 

Outstai;tdSDg (exceedKc^ exc<tl<^t and <3feservbg specal con^^ 

Satisfactory (rangmg from good lo excellent but )w>t sufiScient to rate o^rtsUnding), 

Unsatisfactory. » . ' 

Q No of^ortumty to appraise performance during rating penoA 
Guide for detcrm^ung'adjcctive rating: - 

An -Outstanding* rating cannot be justified unless »« elements rated ere 'ptus*, ♦nd in addition, cf course, siq>porttng comments must con^y with the requtrements 

$0 Car as *Satts«actOfy' »n<! 'UnsatisfactOfy' ratings are concerrted. tt H impossible to provide a me«^tan»ca» formula tor combing the various •pMj\ jf^'i* fji '^^ 
marks because such wowJd presume eoual weigM for alt elements rated. Good judgment must be exercised to tn^i^t that the »^i^;ve «^:iS Zl^Sf^S^J^ 
light of the elements rated. Alt minus marks must be v^qwrted tiy narrative detail, ^nd of course, ^li *Unsat»sfactofy* ratings must comply with the reoutf ements as 
set out on the reverse of form rD-185, 




(1) Personal appearance; 

(2) PersonaHty and effectiveness of hh personal contacts* 

(3) Attitude ^including dependability, cooperativeness» loyalty, 
enthusiasm, amenability and wiUingness to equitably 

^ ^re work load). 

*^ (4) physical fitness (including healthy energy. statmnaX 
■I ^^ (5) Resourcefulness and ingenwty. 
»,>^ (6) Forcefulness ♦nd aggressiveness as r eqtinr ei 

*^ (7) Judgmenti Including common sense, ability to axrive at prc^r 
y, contusions; ability to define .objwtivcs. 

*^ (8) Initiative arid the vAdng of ajppxopnate action oxt own 
^ 'xe^>on$ibiIity, 

*^ (9) PUnning ability and hs application to the work. 
'^ (10) Accuracy -and aittention to pertinent deuil 
■^ Ql) Industry^ induding energetic consistent application to duties. 
^ (1^) Productivity, including amount of accepta^ work produced 
^M rate of progress on or complete of asNgnments^ Also 
consider adherence to deadlines unless failure to meet is 
^^ attributable to causes beyond employee's control. 
»^(i^) Knowledge of duties^ instructions^ rules aind regulations*^ Sn^ 
eluding readiness of comprehension and 'know bow' of 
^^-. applicatiion. 

{i^} Technical or mediamcal skills. 

,., r:^ (15) Investigative aUIity *nd results: 
_ (a) Internal security cases 
«-^„ Cb) Criminal or general investigative cases 
M«. ic) Fugitive cases 
.*— . (d) Applicant cases 
**«,. (e) Accounting cases 
^ (ifi> Phy^cal surveillance ability. 




(17) Firearms ability, 

(18) Development of informants *nd sources of infoxcnation. 

(19) Reporting aHKty: 
^-5L (aHnvestigativc reports 

SUv^ SummaiT reports^ ^ 

JfelTvc) Memos* JettcSrs* Wcs 

(Consider. ...conciseness; .... clarity; ..^ organization: 
.^.thoroughness;—— accuracy;— adequacy amd perti* 
toency of lew;-^*dmini$trative detail) 
.-iiPi- (^) Performance as 9, xvitness. 
.-.„ , KfT (21) j&cjputive a^ 

•x^ife) AbiEty 10 handle personnel 
Ji^fcf Planning 
J^d> Making dcci«ons 
uyCi^ As«gnment of vvork 
^f^f) Training subordinates 
Devising procedures 
Emotional stabi^ty 
1 1 Prcwnoting high morale i 

li) Getting results 

..-"P (22) Ability on raids and dangerous assignments: 
,..« (a I As leader 
y" .-«. (b) As participant 
"r (23) Organizationxl irtferest, su^ «s making of suggestions for 

^^ improvement 
- *'^M^^) Ability to Work ^i>^ pressure. 
(25) Miscellaneous. Specify aiad rate: 
^ PictationaHIrty 

Automobile driving ability 



- t.bf^ Division) ■ : ■ 



' E Specify employee^ most noteworthy ^>ecial talents (sudb *% investigator, desk man, researdi, instructor, speaker): 

Desk Man -Administrator , 



C (1) Is employee availiWe for general assignmejit wherever needs of service re<;t«ue?:yfi.^If vas^ff^ b not W, explain in tuxrative comxi^ents.) 
(2) Is w^t^ availaUe fc«r special assignment virherever tsc^ of service tf^M^J$^ pf answer is not 'ycsV explain in narrative comments.) 

D. Has employee had any »bnormaJi sick leave record durmg rating period^. JIO (If so, explain in narrative comments.) 



^, 



ADJECTIVE RATING 



Satisfactory. 



Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 



W^ 



# 



-ANNUAL PERFORMANCE -RATING 
April 1, 195^ - March 31, 1955 

E. HUGO WINTERROWD 

NUMBER ONE MAN ^ 

CRIMINAL AND ACCOUNTING AND FRAUD SECTIONS 

INVESTIGATIVE -DIVISION 

EOD BUREAU 7/15AO 

Winterrowd has been assigned to the Investigative 
Division since September, 1951. He is the Nuxaber One Man 
in charge of the Criminal Section and the Accotinting and 
Fraud Section of ^the Investigative Division. He has handled 
his assignment in a commendable manner, is desirous of 
carrying out his Tesponsibilities in an enthusiastic manner, 
Is loyal, sincere >and always tries to do a good Job. During 
the Tating period he has received a nrunber of letters of 
censure in connection with matters under his direct super- 
vision with reference to delinquencies and the necessity of 
tightening up and giving closer supervision to various 
aspects of the work with which he is charged. There :has 
been a decided improvement noted by me. 

He has worked much volxxntary overtime, .has 
.indicated a desire and willingness to perform his tasks 
properly and he is entitled to an adjective rating of 
satisfactory. 1 believe that .he will continue to attempt 
to perform his fvuictions to the best of his ability. 



Satisfactory 



Adjective Rating 



Employee's 
//.;; JEnitials 



1 \ > 
1* 



4 f' 




[T^ 



• 



'FD.253 (U-22.H) 



UNIT^ STATES DEPARTMENT' OF JUSltfE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIO 



fl 



mNo. 

Director 

Federal Bureeu of lavestigatioa 

United' States Separtaent' of Justice 

■Vashisgtottf'D.iC. 

Dear Sir: 

iFor iaclusioa in the 'fund. to be, paid -to -the designated beneficiary. of j any SpecialiAgent of 
the-FBI vliO'haspreviously contributed '.to this fund and who dies frtm .any, cause ex cept self-destruction 
while* eaployed as a Special, Agent, I -an forwarding herewith (by CHECK --MejfflP^KEft) the sua of.'$lO, pay- 
;able ^to :the Assistant Director, .Adninistrative .Division, FBI, 'to;be' included 'i&< said tw&, fvpfiii will 
be oade-for death by self-destruction after the Agent.has-been a nenber of the fund for a eontimious period 
of 'two-years. Ifis understood andiagreed that -the sm tendered herewith is a voluntary,, gratuitous -contri- 
butioh-to said fund'whlch I 'understand is'to be.adaiinisiered'inthe'following'Banaer. 

.the Director of the 'FBr will appoint 'a comittee- which shall consider all natters' pertaining to 
the aquisition, safe keeping 'and 'expending of said -fund, which ccuittee will recomend appropriate action 
to the Director in- pertinent natters. The Assistant Director of the 'Administrative 'Division of 'the FBI 
•shall receive-, all contributions and account for sane to the Director. Upon'the death of any. Special Agent 
v^ is-a.nenber of said -:fund:tiie. appointed coonittee will< consider 'the case and'Suboit a recounendationto 
"the'Director 'as'to;its conclusions. .Appropriate vinstructions' will then.be issued to-the Assistant Director 
of 'the Adninistfative Division, directing hin to pay to 'the designated.beDefieiary-'the>$un ot$10,000. the 
liability of'the 'fund -shall not under any- circunstances^exceed the anoint. of nohiesln'the.ftuvi 'at 'the tine 
any liability shall occur. Ihe -following person i s designated as'ny beneficiai^'for'FBI Agents' Ippance '.Fund; 



■ Relationship 



Mto«.4/oA '%t/. ffftdTcff. fB ^if'?^ JnfM, W, (' 



HPt^^Mt& 



mg person is aesignated as ny beneficiary under the Chas. S. Eoss Fund'] 
death benefit to •beneficiary of agents killed in the line of duty. 



prov 




'Address. 



'pl^J^l^Tlc^t^ 



.Relationship. 
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TO 



FROM 



Mr* Tola on 



^Office Memorandum • united siifp^TWDVERNMENT 

DATO 5/11/55 I Mr. roUort;^^ 
^P ^ I Mr. ,NkW*-^^ 

/ 



B. 2*. Sarbo P<^ 

SUBJECT: ^. jy. WlifTERROWD 
NUUBEB ONE MAN 
INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 

fifeparate memoranda concerning the following 
Agents assigned to the Investigative I>ivision have been 
submitted* These Agents were observed seated in the 
cafeteria in the basement of the Justice Building on 5/9/55 
or'jS/lO/55 at a time after they had already signed in as 
reporting for duty but before the regular working hours^ 





Mr. H.r3cn.3.^^.i.«^ 

Mr. Sh:o „.,.,,,._^ 
Mr, Wiuterrowi^ 
Tel@* T^onm _ .-. -^ 
Mr, n'41oman,*«^ 
Miss Ua&dy-^,,,^^ 



*/ * i 



k^ Joseph r» Ponder (sick leave 5/11/55; explanation will 
^ ^ be obtained upon return to duty) 

'?Hi^<^/Xu > ^William A. Hamilton (sick leave 5/11/55; explanation will 

rfQ>\ ^ « \ be obtained upon return to duty) 

' /, ^John B. Cook \ 

r^ ^oy E^ Wood \ 

Harold Ranstati l g^^^^dL ''•^^^ 

RECOMMENDATION : REC0RDE9^45 

In view of the supervision responsHbilHty^(qfa<Mr^....C,J*,>. 
Winterrowd, during the absence of Assistant birectorJiP.Si^^s 
for the Agents, recommend his censure by lei^er i ^ ..^.y tq iq^k 



tvuMt^ I tftrnttzftam- 
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itay 17, 1955 



PSnSO^AL AKD COlfPIDS.'i!PIAL - 







J/r# y# Hugo Wtnierrowd 

FeSerhl Bureau of Investigation 

Waehington^ i)# <?• 



Dear Ur^ Winterroti^d: 

The Bureau has carefully C0n$t4ered the facts 
developed relative to the recint failure of several 
Special Agent supervisors assigned ^o i^he Investigative 
Division to comply with e3:isting regulations concerning 
the sign--in and ^oui register and it is apparent that 
you have not properly discharged your supervisory re-* 
sponsibilities in this regards It is noted that after 
these employees had indicated on the register that they 
were ready to assume their official duties they were oi- 
served in the basement of the Justice Suilding engaging 
in personal activity and they did not record their absence 
frou official duty on the register. This entire situation 
is disgraceful and is of grave concern to the Bureau^. 

Tou will Jt>e expected to take innediate steps to 
insu-^e that enx^loyees under your supervision abide by all 
Bureau regulations and properly record any such absence 

from official duty on the r^gisterm 

t 

Very truly yours^ 

J* Sd^ar floovar 



T 



'cfi^ 



h 'jfSM.'obd 

~ (4) ) 



J~ x;c - f^j ni^^ ti. 







John JSdgar Soever 
Director 



'0 



i*^iS\ * ' »* »•■* = 



■ MTiJk^^^* -t^'-- 



CO: Mr* Bo sen' iK(\^er$oncil Attention) 



*»»•••*•* 



5ased on m^mo from Ur^ Harho to Mr. poison dated S/ll/SS^^^^^ 
LOTtos 



26 MAY 23 1955 
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' Office Menmaimim - united statb(;0overnment 



TO 



noH I 



tUBjaCT: 



E. H. WINTER 




1 A-/AS, PUOIMVE 




DATBt April 20, ViS$^SiZ 




INTBaSTATE TRANS POHTATI ON OF STOLEN .THOPEaTy 



Sizoo ., ,, P..D o 

Tele. Room 



\ ^he writer has been raquested to explain why fourteen 

minutes were consxraed In a telephone conversation with SAC 
Malone, Los Angeles, on the afternoon of April 19, 195S* 

This call was made at the ^request of Assistant 
Director Kohr> with your approval, and concerned an Incident 
where Agents of the Los Angeles Division detained the husband 
of the secretary of Mr* | | General ServiQea 






J 



Administration. This Individual's name Is 

]♦ Mr* Mohr had received a call f ro na 'Peputv Administrator 



I 



had received a call 



Al Snyder of GSA saying that Mrs* 
X« concerning this matter from he^' husbisnd In Los Angeles and 
i"\^ that she was considerably distressed* 

\ Malone was Instructed to Inxaediately obtain the 

rs. details and telephone them "back in order that the Bureau would 
.y^ -know of the picture so that Mr* ;tohr could deal with Mr* 
^0 I k Consequently, it was necessary for the writer to 

take ijidetail the information .furnished by SAC Malone and in 
/'^ this regard there is a copy of the tuemoranduia prepared by the 

writer regarding this incident* 

It is regretted that this anount of time was 
expended in the, teb phone call but under the circurnetances, 
after conferring- with Mr. Mohr, it was bf^lleved necessary to 
obtain tJhe Information in detail since li^ie was of lue essence* 



b6 
b7C 



O 



The writer is most cognizant tj^^a^t all' telephone 
calls should lie kept to a Tilntmu^a and enldeavors to strive for 
this at all times* 

(2) 
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May 84, 2955 



PERSQMAL AMU VUHnDlM f U^ 



Mr* S* Bugo WinUrrowd 
Federal Bureau of Inveaitgaiion 
Waehington^ J). C» 



dear Mr* Winierrowdt 



Ihe Bureau hae noted thai on the morning of May 13, 
1955, an agent under your eupervteion vme obeerifed reading a 
newepaper at hia deek after he had reeorded on the *ign-in 
and 'Out register that he wxe ready to aeaume hia official 
dutiea although he vaa not aaaigned to aean newapapera J'or 
infornatton of intereat to the Bureau* At the time in 
queation you were aoting Aaaiatant Bireetor of the 
Inueatigative Biviaion in the abaenee of Mr* Alex Roaen and 
it vaa your reaponaibility to aee ^o it that auperviaora of 
the Xnueatigative Biviaion performed their dutiea in ac- 
cordance icith exiating regulationa* 



'■n 



It ia evident that you did not effectively diachafge 
your reaponaibilitiea in thia regard in ihia inatanee. Merer' 
after, you will be expected to aee to it that peraonnel under 
your auperviaion carry out their aaaignmenta in full complian 
with Bureau regulationa* ,„^ .^,,.^,«««-_-™,,.«j-.^p 

M W ^ohn Edgar Moofllei*M\' 27 




- >v,t! *j!-aj!( 



ft»«ir.:f -•*••! fc4it!*« 
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^•ii■ ii*»«tifj n J t- 






Boaramaa ,.„^ hCMzal k ^ 

•tT::::yOt Mr. Soaen (Peraonal Attention) 



Birect^^ 



MOhfa^ 




R^ef-l^I^ Based .on nem to Mr» F^lsOn from -B, T, Harbo 5/19/55, 
r»m«^,„«HM~..2'fte nbove letter is an attachneni to M$tfi,orandum from 
to Mr* M ohr daU d 5/23/55. XOMtalh 
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II. A(»r^l«tl«ii(i| 
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Jun9 29^ 1955 



PSRSOrfAL JUfD 



fifUf^f'/ni' 



Ur^ J?# Hugo winierrovd 
Tederal Burtau o/ lnv$BtigaHon 
Wa§hington^ i}« C0 



Hear ¥r* Winitrrowd: 



Tols<tf> »>^..>,p, 

P»tSpt)S .i«.M*# 

X^iam 1..— - 






s 

r/»er0 if)a« an unreasonable delay in eubntiting a 
suwaary Memorandum regarding the handling of the Jnieriiaie 

TranMJiartaiion of stolen Property oaee involving \ | 

hand it fcc# been determined iha-t thie delay vaa me 



m jLarge neaeure to the faot that ike proposed memorandum 
of the Investigative division was revised several timest, 
It laas your responsibility to have seen to it that appro*' 
priate instructions were issued to the Special Agent 
Supervisor who initially prepared the proposed memorandum 
so that all phases of the natter would be carefully and 
dompletely covered at the outset thus eliminating the 
necessity of changes or additions* 

In view of the above if vill be incumbent upon 
you to give more careful consideration to euch matters in 
the future and to see to it that similar delays do not 
occur in the handling of such problems m 




rcat 




!^ '^,. t 



.enj:^' Y 



7ery truly yours , 

J. Edgar, Hooyo^'^^r 
John Sdgar ffoouer 
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J/r# Bosen (Personal Atien'tii>hji 



Bcised on meno ffinierrowdJtoBosen dated 5r^5-55> 




5 






/AAILE0 2 

JUN 301953 



-1 




Special Inquiry Section 

Xnveaiigatii^e J)ivision 

SOD $/ 1/39 f Resigned 3/4/49 

Reinatated lO/lS/Sl 

aS-13, ^3560 

Son^Veteran; Hot on Probation 







ft.^Harbo^3 memorandum to Mr. Tolson S/ls/SS recommended 
be%^en$ured and placed on probation inasmuch as he 'had 



bfen ob^ 
served <^8z4^ a^m^ , S/30/S5, reading a newspaper at his desk after he had 
signed t^for^ork at^dzlS a.m. This Memorandum also recommended that 

)ireczoruiosen, and Section Chief 0. C. 
p, ^ , y respomibilities in this matter. Thes'^ 

necommend&ioi}Sltoer^^pproved by the Director and appropriate letters are 
attached.xTL U *2 S£ 
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ast[ 



,;^^ . , explanation contained the statement ^^It has been my 

under siandfpji over Oblong period of time that agents should keep abreast 
of current events especially matters in which the Bureau is interested. 
This has" been speci/jcally emphasised to supervisors on a number of oc- 
casions.^' 'lit. Tolsmi commented ^'During office hours?** 

I :^^sistant ^Director Rosen has advised that he knows of no instruc- 

tions to th^ effect that Bureau employees should keep abreast of current 
events' by ^Jading newspapers during office hours, other than such employees 
who may be specifically assigned to that duty. 






^^ It Ms noted that when SA 



was observed reading the news- 



paper itjwQ^^prioT to the beginning of the official w orkday al though he 
had pp^vioiFdiy si^yned in. At the time in question SA\ had not be^n 

assign^^toscan^newspapers for items of interest to the Burea u ^^ 



approved. /J^ * 

5 3 JUN s'igss 




2fr* SOS en '^y^ 
Mr* Rarbo 



4 



REdPI M GOmiB PBDl 
FEDMBmUO?iraSIIG« 




CC-5a 



f/^fi 



I certify that Ihave received tte following Oovernwnt -property for official use: 



BISIRICI OP COWA OITICIAIMIK PEIII 



k 



Ihe'GonnKittipiopnl^ iMdi ]fou'henbj achovledgt 
is charged to jtusaijm m itspoiuible for taklag 
can'Of'ii.aui ntundig It \bxiiii lue has beta 
coiiileted, DO HOT M OR URUE Orn OR HOI/tlUIS 
IIISAllI,yg., .,,,. 




. I. 'llnt«rrnd 



^ 



#» 



MR, BOABStOK 



7/5/55 



A. fiOS&H 



CXtr OF IWIPBIS WSOR FiCILttlBSf 

riS25S?S fS^^tSf ^^j!^^ f o,'Si.»d»ti<« 






» - -?&!?S«2^. Kl^SS^T^ 



_ noadext 



iihtt «t0iMMmBbt» Itfndllng tkUi sftttMr «t^«li« ^L^ 
of emmtaMXSxaSjr\ 



^;;jSSt/X«a4 ^•••iT* ft litter 



sill. S.'^SSSmS! d«?t«wi*r5St»i«o •» ^ft**!^***,?/-!^' •»* , 

» 9«rftoiiiiftX ?iX«f t 
AoQftld s« Cftr: 




'•t"! 



.t»r, SI ^«|^ 4* fcaoftltt 
jMepb ly J»ond«, 



<.v 



^v 






^8^7UL20l9S5 




Mr, T^J$^i 
Mr. Nr-ehoJ*. 




} Mr. -Eo$cn 

Mr. r^m vA , ^ 

Mr. Sizo/». , _ . 

.Mr. Wiuterrowd- 

j Mr, H6Jloraan 

Miss flATii^y 



July 1^, 1955 



Mr. John Edgar Hoover, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D# C» 

Dear Mr. Hoover: 



Thank you so much for yotxr congratulations 
on my fifteenth anniversary in the PJBI» 

I want you to know how proud I am of 
serving for you in the Bureau. I hope this will 
continue for many years to come. 



Sincerely 




^'58 Jin 211955' 




r 



JULH[d-4955^;>?o a/^,/, 







>C5 
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n 



July 7, 1955 



4*er3onal and -Cijnftii€ii*t«k2 - 







Mr* i?» Sugo jfinitrrfiwd 
Jr0d9r&l Bureau of lHV4iati^tton 
fashingion, |7« Cm 



Beloofii -.-.-_ J »t 



i?#or ift»# iinttrrotadt 

The *3!ei»pltiry manner in lohtoh 
you participated in ih« eupertfiaton at the 
Seat of Oeuem^ent of the tnmeti$atiQn 
conducted concerning the I>ixon»Tatea natter 
hae been a eouroe of gratification to ne* 

X do noi want thie oacaeion to 
pOBB i3itSout iellinp you that I eincerely 
appreciate your capable ef forte laMch aided 
iSMeaeurably in the expeditioue handling of 
thie natter* Tour eplendid eervicee indeed 
aarrant eoamendation* 

Sincerely youre^ 

J* Edg«t? HodVetf 

cot ''Xr,' Soeen (Personal Attention) 

67''14S562 - , ..^r... .. ..,,.„..™. 

(4) • : .M ,, , J 67" y#6 ^ ^^''-' 

Based,, on 7nenO*i7/S/5S Roeen ijO Boardman^ -ARtW* 
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MPI FOR GOnERI'PHOH 




CC-5a 



I certify M lihBTe ncM tht Movlii; Gmnwit property for offidil lue: 




iii:iii:mEmcE;HiiiiiJ" 



D 



/ 



imEOFmifE^EIIIJlII0NS|J55 



Iha GoYennnt jnfopertr ^dijoalierebj &cknovledge 
is diarged to Touaui jou ars.nqioiiBible for taking 
care of It and retindngit ilien its use haa been 
cof leted. DO IDI.M OR VM 01 H QRWIIUIE. 
IIIHA1II-M>:.7< , 
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7/SF/SS 



Dirsotor, (£jbl 
riBEARitS DELIBQVESClia 



Th9 following personnel of your Division are 
delinquent in /irearme training for the first half cf the 
calendar year 195St 



3h00tB 



A.lRoeen^ delinquent April and June 

W0 je#Ai««»u«^ delinquent June shoot 

Cp T^iSBromn^ delinquent June shoot 

J, J^Mioneye^ delinquent June shoot 

5# M^fJSgan delinquent June shoot 

(?♦ Am^Svanle delinquent April and June shoots 

W. A»tMamil\on^ delinquent June shoot 

J# Hmyjlarren^ H ^itngnmnt June shoot 

I I delinquent June shoot 

4* j^yic&ra'sn^ delinquent 4 shoots^ fiscal year 1955 



b6 






P^^y^^t^Xr^,*' delinquent 
L»\Prtoe^ delinquent June 



June shoot 
shoots 



TTtis is an undesirable situation, and I vant all 
fireartks delinquencies rersoved by the plose of business 
July jfl8, d955, unlesB meritorious oiroumstances exists 
in which event you shall submit an explanation and advise 
when^the delinquency nfill be removed^. 

^ -fhe Training and Inspection Diuision ia under 

instiuGtioxie to report firearm delinguenoiea for fiscal year 
19SS uhioh'fiaue not been v^ade up by the close of business 
Julv'^8, l$SS,and to submit to me appropriate recommendations 
for qduinivjlnkitiue action, , 

(3) J 





rbo to Mr. Tolsoh 



re 







UN 0^ 4«v 



July 15, 1955 



PERSONAL 



/; 

Mr, JE. Hugo Wlntcrrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Wathington, JD. C. 

Dear 'Winterrowd: 

I would like to Join with your many 
friends in extending my congratulations on your 
fifteenth anniversary with the FBI. I know your 
accomplishments over these many years have 
been a source of satisfaction to you» as they have 
been to us, and I hope that we will have the benefit 
of your services for many yeafs to come. 

Sincerely, 

J. Edgar Hoove:^ 



Moti> 

'Tet«< A.om =j 
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iTINTERROSTD, E. HUCJO 



B»P» check rec. on previous phy. 
Returned for BB check - had Elix, Fhsnobarb 
after last exan. T. P. 84 BP 150/82 - 
Elix* Hipm* 

/s/ GRJ 
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\L AGENT Winterrowd, E, Kago Jk 
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Copy 29 



TO : Mr<> Rosen 

FROM X E« Ho Winterrowd 



DATE: June 25, 1955 



SUBJECT t 



SYNOPSIS: 



ET AL; 



b6 
b7C 



INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION OF STOLEN PROPERTT (ITSP) 



This jnezroranduni is submitted to fix responsibility and make 
recomnaendations relative to the delay in handling of this case. in the. 
Chicago a nd New York Field Divisions and at the Seat of Governments [ 



foraaer criminal informant, was a Goverxvnent witness having served as 
"buyer" of the stolen paintinfis and was "arrested" with subjects^ Chicago, 
lUinoiso Thereafter, ! | fingerprinted and through error by former 
Identification Division eicployee a " non ident" return made to Chicago Field 
Division and Uo S* Marshal, Chicago o I I in fact, has criminal re cord o 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 



Prior to trla} 



denied to Assistant Uo So Attorneys (AUS As) 



and Agents in- Chicago he had criminal record* Thereafter, durin g hearing 
on mo tion for new tria l. 10/26/ 53^ which was denied, former AUS A J '\ 



TiSTe 



stated under oath 
criminal Tecordo 



according to FBI and Uo S* Marshal, did not 



Handling by Chicago Division 



Chicago by letter 11/5/53, advised Bureau and-NftMJfork of situation 
indicating defense claimed in motion for a new trial | | had crimi nal recor do 
New York asked to clarify variances Although New York in contact with I I 
on five occasions during 11/5/53 - 1/6/54, no clarification madeo Only resolu- 
tion was | [ preferred to Agents in Chicagp* New York so advised Chicago 

by teletype l/6/54o Thereafter, Chicago also did not resolve matter xintil 

called to attention by Bureau© (SAC Ho stetter recommends censure for SA | 



who had case assigned to himo) 
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b7C 

b7D 



Chicago by letter 3/5/54, recoiomended commendation for i ~ 
for his services in another case© This led to discovery of Identf error 
at Seat of Government resiiting in administrative action being taken© 



Agent [ 



]as well as Agent 



of p>>^^a 

AUSA 



I 



ferences during period 11/L7/54, to 1A7/55, with former 

appeal© (Defense filed brief on appeal 1Q/2Q A/l? or al arguments 
Court of Appeals upheld conviction 3A8/55)o | [ 
criminal record a nd during conferences advised Agenl 
record to reflect i I had criminal record since 
until after conclusion of trial© 

Enclosture 

cct 1-Administrative Division 

EHW/ate, re & eck 

(6) 

AUG 2 1955 



^o had con- 
y dcio handled 
1717/55- Circuit 
fact I J had 



tade aware of 

s no way to correct court 

information not known to him 



bo 

b7C 

b7D 



Letters of censure to I 



Fisher, Bryant, Staff eld. Green, Winterrowd, 

Rosen and Boardman© 6/29/55 

JIG: BAK: NEM: DFW: Original filed in 67-342-2670 



53 
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Copy 29^ 

Msmorandxim to Mr« Eosen 

(Bureau had, upon discovery of Identification Division error, instructed 
Chicago A/2/5A, to advise appropriate .personnel U* S, Attorney's (USA) Office, 
Chicago, as to availability of criadnal recordo This done. 4/29/54 by Agent 
|>*K> did not confira advice in witing). 



I [also stated to Agents ] l and I I defense had 
.ty to ask it >>» >iftr* ^l*•Cm•{v^An '^^^^^a .j i£ ^„ x*. 



^yy^n 7.^/^^ ' .^ ' ^^ ^' ^^^ criminal record .-when he «as on the stand 
S>,f - ? i?"" »°- ifterefore, it v«uld be very foolish for Government to 
bring such natter up during appeal and furtheriaore, it was immaterial and in- 
consequential and had no bearing.on appeal in the case. Agents did not make 
record of such conferences with i | in Chicago Xileso SAC Hostetter makes 
no recoomendation for action singe conferences were nuiaerous and in view of 
position taken by foraer AUSA[_J 
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b7C 

b7D 



Handling by New York m.-vimian 



hanrfi.^ «^Sf^T"vU— rT'J^*'?.^°P*^'**^«^"^^3r by New York -Division and 
handled primarily by Sa Willis W. Fisher, then assigned to New York Division 

SUSX'^v*^ "^f *^" F?" ^'"^•^ ^i»^«^' 'Sly cognJzan? oflSlrSnt.s 
S^f wf^^"^' *?^ ''f Inoediately respond to inquiry aade by Chicago 
in its Ifittfiii^ rfoveaber 5,, 1953, requesting New York to advise concemiS 
Jr?<^! L.o i Ihad crifflinal record* Instead, Fisher, while seeing informant 

^/6/S ItlltlVI f ^*'' -f^'^fi °^ ^*"*'^ '~^ ^^^^' ""t teletype to Sicago 
rh?;fi »J"? informant would prefer to clear up any further questions in 

oTcrgInaf?ecor3^f1„f^^^^"°^!^'•fr•^^^^^^ °^^^SP Offi?e.was S^t aware 
or criainai record of Inforaanto SAC. New York. atat*« «mi-.> vimu^^ ^4^ «^i. 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 



atteSv?^ J^t^^I^^^^^'^'^T^^* ^i^* ^*^ ^°^^' states while Fisher did not 
co^^^^ave ob?a?»>J A ,^ J^? ^seditiously as possible, it would,appear Chicago 
«nSl?r!< v?*v *^"^r«<^ information .froa LaFitte* This is iirproper 

gS Offhand i^^T^f^• ^" fP» °' ^«" ^°'^ Office^SSlSl back- 
inSvedf ^ clearly on notice Chicago wanted to get matter 



Handling at Seat of Government 



vnfsi ™<^^^*^/; ^ Bryant, Ittaoi Division, supervised this case at Bureau 
^i3^dd WjDece^ l953. Thereafter, responsibility has resteHilh 

*T . ^^^^ Bryant did not follow xm on request in Chieaffo li^tti^t. rst 






b6 

b7C 

b7D 



B^n:;^fes.l'- ^^- -- -j.^n??n.^ s ^f j^^^fe. 
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, Memorandum to Mto Rosen 



a«Tf t^h^rft 



n 



] in hio supervision of this cms, did not specifically 



w endeavor to have court record cleared with reference to 
- criminal records States he felt criminal record could not 
DC entered as new evidence since trial court record becane- closed when 
J^*;°" 2'^^?' J^«l|^SI^fid--^herefore, Court of Appeals would confine itself 
«^^ A« ?S S^^^f^* I I should have taken steps to go on record with USA 
recoSo^ ^"^ ^^^ *** "^ "^^^ ^°"^^ ^ done^bout clarifying the 

Handling of Ifeaoranduai Prepared June 2Z>. 1955 

*.* "^s »«2»randuffl setting forth background and developaents in 
^r^J^ii^L'l^ ^^r^^ i" ,^^* ^^^^ **®^^y«^ ^««*^e °^ rmsatisfactoiy drafts 

SS nri^J H^f'^'^f j: ^: ^^ ^^^"' ^^ ^^^^ conversed with writero Writer 
also prepared unsatisfactory drafts causing more delays 

RECOlfflaSNDATIOMS? 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 



1) It is recoamendcd that SA[ 



L'Mf?^i''"*r^ 5°^^' '"^^^ t^ ^folloK the New 'Yo^°ggic^1;f^ 

fnJ S J P'^fu^J®^^*'® to writing his conferences with foraer AUSaF 1 

?S± m1^i° -the Bureau thereof, and to confina in writing SadSce^^ 
crSai^recC^ "'''''' advised the latter of the avSlabimy o1[^ 



Tes - Tolson - S/25/55 
Yes - Hoover - 
I agree - J^ A, S, - 6/25/55 
I agree - Fo Ho - 6/27/55 



b6 
b7C 



2) It is recommended that Sk\ 



^/ xt, xs recozamenaea that Sk\ nf* f>>^ r^.<^««^ 

" lorraer AUi>A| | and to see that the 'Bureau was &dv±mt^ *.h^y,^rsr. 



Yes - ^Itelion - 

Yes- Hoover - 

I agree - J„ A« S« - 6/25/55 

I agree - F« H, - 6/27/55 

to p«.ptly advi« th. ChlMso Division of thS cri«l,«J Uci^"S ol^U. 

Yes - Tolson - 

Yes « Hoover •• 

I agree - J<, A. S* - 6/25/55 

I agree - Fo H, - 6/27/55 
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Mesiorandum to Mto Rosen 

^ (Ao Mo) 

k) It is recommended that ASAC Bryant ->£ the Miami Division 
be censured for his iiaaproper si^jervision of this^'^tter while he was 
at the Seat of Government o 

Yes - Tolson « 

Xes « Hoover •» 

I agree - Jo Ao So ^ 6/25/55 

I agree • Fo Ho - 6/27/55 



5 ) It is r^coHimended that Supervisor I be 

censured for his failure to -follow through in c onnection with his 
si5>ervision of this caseo 

Yes ** Tolson • 
Yes - Hoover -- 
I agree - Jo A^ So « 6/25/55 ^^ 

I a^ee - Po Ho - 6/27/55 ^^^ 

6) It is recommended that Supervisor Co Lo Green be c^ensured 
for his part in the preparation of unsatisfactory drafts in connection 
with the laeaaorandum of 6/24/55 froa Winterrowd to you with respect to 
this caseo Green is CrlMnal Inforaaant Sxrpervisoro He was not a 
substantive supervisor of the^ 



case 



(Lo Vo Boardiaan) Yes - Tblson • 
(Ao Rosen) Yes • Hoover <• 

I agree - Jo Ao So - 6/25/55 

I agree - P<> Ho -• 6/27/55 

. (Eo Ho) 

/• v^ ^ 7,^ ^*x^® Tecoroiended that Winterrowd be strongly censured 
for his failure to see to it that a proper mecoranduia was prepared 
at the out set instead of the several unsatisfactory drafts which have 
occasioned delay 

AA^^ ^^^; ^^®^ strong censure for Boardooan and Rosen for their in- 

difference and apathy -in handling this aattero I have struggled with them 
for over a week trying to get factso Tblson 

-Yes -» Hoover - 

I agree - Jo A« So *► 6/25/55 

I agree - P« Ho - 6/27/55 

R«AnHm.« ^^^ Gaining and Inspection Wvision has been reque-^«sd by Mto 
Slf?^ «S^'^°''"^*5 regulations vith respect to the matter ©f confirming in 
^11^ ^^^^ ^/ i!^<»S«^tion furnished to USAs or their assistantso 
Already prepared* Lo Bo Done, Ttolson 

rf««. <«.,.■. "^''^ should review entire case to see whether there are amr further 
fnfi^ ?« f ?f derelictiouso Boardmn, Rosen and Winterrowd wont e^enTenoJgh 
energy to do ito Tolson I concuro Hoover - 4 - ^^^'c'w enougn 




Copy 29 
Ifefflorandua to }Sr« Rosen 

DETAILS : 
'Purpose 

^*u J , IJis memorandua is subiaitted to fix responsibility in connection 

SSon ?hi"c^^"?>,?^''%%°^ )'^^^^«'' ^'^^ to'^co^^^nd'^adSiSstratiJe 
n^c«^dir,S%n^4^ this natter is the fact that the record in the appellate 
pro ydings in t,hlR case is erroneous in t hat the record r efl^«t.« that former 
L. ^ .. ' "^^^^ ^^^' oath that ^ I Governaent witnSa 

r^cfen'ln'flft 'S "^ ?^ "^^ ^^ ^" Chicago, did not ^vrHJi^LT'' 
r^f^«^ r* ^act, there is such a record, This was stated at the tiae of 
a fflotxon for a new trial brought by the defense October 26, I953, This^s 
brought about by virtue of three things: 

M»„*i^ '^ ^^^'^ *^® coaraitted in the Identification Division when a "non 
iMrllJ^^"^ T.^ '"^^^^ ^^^ Chicago Office and - to th. n . s! Srshtl to 
S^Sfh^ SSiec?: "p^^^i^^ fingerprints of r^ who haTbeen ^arrested" 
S an iX^t) ' ^^"^ ^^^'^ ^^« ^^«^ oVTETllolen.goods and servef 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 



2) .Mew Jorkp the office i^ich was handliMl la« ^^ *^^ 



first week of Annii i o« . ^ -"--^«tt" wxiice lor services there in the 
^ 'Jl S?T ?if"!;'',''*i"« i^PO"'"!"" of a "no- ISent" r.tum on 



s^; '^x\^jz'^'^:B£^^''^^'^^^''^ 






reco«nende?J^ ^Uk'fle^t.^^Kl'' "^.^^* of theQii£a«> Office having 
inforaiant Inl^llhilUt^lltL^^^^ for| Uq served as an 

a copy Of tl11tl«="irr^S^P^^=*H'L°]:'°?^.°'^i" '-"' -»' ""l^" 

the Chicago Office viae adS..^*^ ».S li^^ rj "^ ^ ^•"•"" ''"'•^ J'Pi^"- 2, 1954. 

reooKl to the wScrif^ JsA !g« ^» the avallablUty of the crlalial '*' 
and not confli«d in ^tlSg! done A/29/5A, but on an oral baai. 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 
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b7C 

b7D 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 
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Copy 29 



Ifeffiorandtun to Mr^ Rosen 



With reference to the failure on the part of the New York Division 
to furnish backgrou nd information and cricxinal activity on the part of the 
inforxaant, I I there were no specific written instructions at the time 
that an* office supervising an informant furnish to the office to which the in« 
formnt is going such data as descriptionp Ijackgroundj^ past criminal activity, 
etCo When this matter came to light in March, 19 SL. and it y aa determined 
that Chicago was not aware of the criminal record of | 1 accordingly, an 
SAC Letter (54-13, dated A/6/54) was, prepared instructing offices to furnish 
coqplete information including up-to-date criminal records to other offices 
subsequently handling the informant* These instructions were also included in 
the Manual of Instructions and the Handbooko 

Handling of Matter in Chicago Field Division 



cord of| 



As stated hereinbefore, Chicago was not furnished with criminal re- 
J until Bureau, by letter dated Ifeirch 22, 1954, forwarded such 



record at time Identification Division error uncovered! 

SAC Hostcttpr furnished his recommendations as to the handling of 



this phase of 



1 



case in, Chicago on' the night of June 24, a955o He 



pointed out that it was learned by the Chicago Division that on November 3, 1953, 
federal Judge Barnes denied the notion for a new tr ial broug ht by the defendant. 



gave conflicting 



■ ^°/S-'?*l* ^" P^^^» ^^ ^" affidavit that ^^.^ ^,^,«.^vv*,»s 
Tjestiraony and that further, he had a crialnal reconh—nmie. motion the defense 
sougutto show newly discovered evidence which would 4apeach the credibility of 
L — J By letter dated Noveaiber 5, 1953, to the Bureau with copies to W«>« 
I A I J5^?f,^ subaitted this Information together with statements thatf 



had told AUSAs handUng the case prior to the trial that he had no cri minal re - 
^f? ^,^^ that_durins^th.-^smip of the arguments in corjiection with the motion, 
both AUSAs I |and | | denied under oath they had perpetrated a fraud o 



the court wnen the defense alleged the. criminal record on the part of I 1 
Chicago «ien asked New York to determine \rfiether a cEiainal record bro ught out 



7rr* ^ i: "-"""^ ^" aetermxns wnetner a cEiainal, record brought ou 

in a previous narcotics case and said to be that of | | was> in fact, the 



record of the| 



]who testified in the 



f 



casso New Yoric was asked 



to yerijy the matter since it appeared that the informant coinaitted errors either 
in the hew York testimony or in his Chicago testimonyo 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 



SAC Hostetter pointed out that the case in Chicago was assigned to 

^^ 5 1 ^o had the full respo nsibility of following this 

matter and pointed out that the letter r~^_] prepared on November 5, I953, 

)fr^ ' ' ' — 



Agent[ 



wv''nJ^?!^^''^^'* *f ?^.*^* f^"" ^^^^ Oi»fISil^il January 6, 1954, wheA the New 
Xork Office sent a teletype to the Chicago Office and the Bureau stating that 
I |w>uld be in Chicago that day and preferred discussing this discrepancy 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 



with representatives of the Chicago Office and AUSA 
in the prosecution© 



.nz t 
_|wJi 



o had assisted 



6 - 



Copy 29 



ifeiaorandua to Mto -Rosen 



did not jfollow^\;55 on this 



SAC Hostetter stated that Agent 

matter to get it resolved and that it was "his fUll responsibility since he had 
this case assigned to him at Its inceptiono Accordingly, he recoissnended that 
this nftTj iod» November 5^ 1953, to January 6, 1954, was too long and that SA 



should be censxxred for his failure to follow up, 



SAC Hos tetter po inted out in mitigation [ 
, Jk, that I I had^ in fact, a criminal 
furnished by the defense during 5»tion for thq^jaeiLirial indicated a possible 



A 4-1 tftri xt. xi "^^1 «> — -"^"1 1^^^ not Icnow tintil 

April, 1954, that I | had^ in fact, a criminal record although Information 

defense during s»tion for the. - . ^ - -- 
criminal record* He furtlier pointed out that [ 



that he had a criminal records 



had denied to Agent [ 



*u A, ^^^l^f^^f* according to SAC Hostetter, the testimony was closed by 
the ending of the trial on 10/26/53, and there would have been no opportunity 
to introduce any additional evidence* 



Agent ^ 

did make kno wn to AU5 A | 



available on| 

writing by Agent [ 



I after r^p^Jving the Bureau letter of April 2, 1954, 
ithe fact that there was a criminal record 



on Ap ril 29, 1954o 



This advice was not confirmed in 



In addi 
at which time 



t icn# Agftnt I H had several conferences with former AUSA 

®l I mad© known the availability of a criminal record to 

rior to the ^*^* ^ -"^^ ^^ ^ ^ • .. 



^_^ Ihis was prior to the filing of the brief and the oral arguments before 
tSe-Circuit Court of Appeals in the latter part of 1954 and early part of 1955c 
(Defense filed brief October 29^ 1954, and oral arguments were heard IA7/55/ 
Ihe Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed the lower court judgraent March 18, 1955)0 



-Agent 



rt ^ ^ ^' n ^^'i ■ ®^^*'®s that on several occasions sometime after 

Kove^-rber 17, 1^^4, and before January 17, iaSSJ=r__] criminal recoil was 

jwas aware thati CSidTa criminal recordo 

there was no way to 



discussed with | 

I stated to Ag^Ht ] .^ ^^^^^.^ ^^^ ^^^ ^ 

JnJfnSf JJn 2"^ wcord to reflect that | | hadT^riminal record since this 

information was not known until a fter conc lusion of trials F I said that the 



] and Agent [ 
"eflect that 



defense had an opportunity to ask 



if he had a criminal record vftien he 



was on the stand and they failed to do so and, therefore, H would be foolish 

frJ«%S!JrTf ^5 u'^?^ '^^"^ "^^^^^ ^ ^^^^ the amfi^X and furthermore, 
it ^^s ii^terial and had no bearing on the appealo nn said that if a way 
existed whereby he could enter ] f criminal reb^rin the records of the 

coxzrt, he would have done soc 



^!^\ ^advised he had numerou s conv ersations with I lb«*» 

occSiorS^M ''*/^^^'. and' January 17. I ? ? ?. x^,n | W^st oflheJr-' ' 

occasions mentioned a crlainal -ecord of | f did not reduce 

oJ^fheirSancef ''^"^"^ ^"^'*^* ^^''^*' ^^^*' °^ heretofore adviee the Bureau 
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b7D 
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Me:aorandiua to Mr* Rosen 



Further;aore, SA 
Bureau of the results of 1 



U.9 conx 



did not reduce to wr 
Vring Kith former AUS 



the part 
in view 
wre nus^rous 



SAiLibatfltt 

' o^rzzzi 

of the TOsiti 






£-pr advise the 



Boatetter states that he did not feel that there was error on 

A^ not aaking thi2_SJ»atter of witten record at the time 

position taken by AUSA | [ and in view of the fact that there 
conferenceso 



RECOmENDATIOK OF SAC HOSIETTER 



Ifro Hostetter stated that he feels Agent 
Xor r»t Y i forpufljly following up the New York Offic e in geti 
crindnal record resolv^do He stated 



]8h< 
Ing 



should be censured 
_ t he flatter o f 

_j. -7 —^»-» .~ »v«vc« that Agent I I in 

^e^^Wco^inuing responsibility and in view of the fact that supervision 

i?*^^f. *J ^.*'^f?^*'* ^^'^'' ^' =°^«^ responsiblec He points out that, in 
aitigation, the testlmoiy had ;been. closed In the lower court by virtue of the 

c^ t"" Sfj tr°^J^! ^^«^« ^« "°^y P°"i^l« to cornet the co^t re. 
cordo Mp« Hostetter did not reconmend administrative action for SA IfcCoradcko 

RECOifMSHDATION OF INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 



It is recoaar«nded that Agent 
failure to follow up the New York Office and fuj'thar 
to writing his conferences with^oraaer AUSAs I land 
faUureto advise the ' Bureau . of th> vj »^ off |~mile 
recoaaaend censure for Agent I 3" " 



fw« 1,4- *«*■« A. - ^— - ■ '^^ is recoaraendedthat 
HandHn;; of letter in New York Fl^ld Division 



]hfi 
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be severely censured for his 

for hia^ailure to reduce 
I l and for his 
Mtc Hostfttt<fc-i?/ ^n»ft not 

censured 
in 



b6 
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Informant 



was^ developed originally by the New York Division. 



2rni??is^'^.''r^rE^!i:'';_"!.!fj»r ^.y-":^^- a«i^,i;io- s.-^;- 



TiAi''«.^r^f''*'p^.J^ presently assigned to the Washington -Field omcA 
■^r%.if>. v^^'T ^"^"^ *^® KesOoiiJiffice to work on the 



caseo Ihe full background concerning 



f 



criainal activities Ws not for- 



Kar^ed at this tin«. to tl.e Chicagol^v^IHSHVth; STyoS Omce Xo^^ 
g^d judgment would have dictated that such iJformUonsSxifhlv; been^e 

l^nt T^il^tT ^'^ ^l '°^^ "^^"'^ supervise all dealings wlJh ISe T^ 
formant. (This is now a Bureau regulation to furnish such inforaatita)! 

l^en^th^ir^^nt ^^^^^^ of the Chicago 



be 

b7C 
b7D 



Office and AUSA 



trial, he failed to fUr: 



^L_ J concerning his criminal background prior 

d"6o^fUrnish coaplete andreUable information con 



to the r 
concerning hJ^ 



is^^v^"^^"^ ^^^^'Ju^ ^•^ "^^^^^^ had r;i;orto%;n;;;;^tharth:^lrS;t 

did have a reconi, they coaicunicated with the New York Di^sion by le^t^^Sted 

« 8 • 



• < h 



MszQoranduia to Mr« Rosen 

Noverfcer .5* 1953, requesting the New lork Office to furnish infonaation on the 
lnforraant»8 crininal background* SA Fisher was in contact with the infonaant in 
New York on Noveatoer 25, 1953? on Koveober 28, 1953 J on Deceafoer 5, 1953; on 
Dececfcer 16, 1953, and again on January 6, 1954o File in New York reflects 
discrepancy first discussed with LaFitte on January 6, 195A, when the informant 
advised Agent Fisher that he had discusatd his criminal background with Agents 
in Chicago and would prefer to clear up any further questions when he returned 
to OJicagoo Agent Fisher, thereupon, prepared a teletype dated January 6, 195A, 
to Chicago to this effecto ' 

A aesaorandum of explanation from Agent Fisher has been obtained* 
Agent Fisher states that it did not enter his adnd that the Chicago Office was 
not aware of the criminal record of the infonaant :for three reasons: 

1) Chicago Division possessed reports in a Selective Service case in 

wjichi |was the subject which gave certain information concerning 

|criminal background© 



.2)L 1 was at the tiae being handled by SA John Harrington who was 

then in Chicago and who had worked with ^in New York and 

was believed hj Fisher to be faiaUiar wilh the inforiaant»s entire background* 

^^A ^H ^f®°* Fisher states that he kne wl J had been arrested- and finger- 
printed when arrested in Chicago in the | [ case JLn April of 1953. ai^that 
his fingerprints had been, forwarded to IheJLdenU fication Division* (It should 
be noted in this connection Agent Harrington was censured as a result of the 
Incident in March, 1954, when the Chicago Office recoisaended coaaendation for 



3-" — - — » -<'-"♦» """" vjiw v^iiiwajsw wxiice reconaaenaea coaeaendatlon for 
When, in fact, there was IsfSiimfcion available in the office indicating 
activity on the part of| ^ i*w4.^.«t.iiig 



RECOMffi:NDATION OF THE MEW YORK DIVISION 



*f«t«^ Jii© New York Mvision has analyzed Agent Fisher's «q>lanation and 
!:2j!i ? i f? ^* would_a2Eear that the Chicago Office could have obtained the 
desired inforaiation since^ ^ was in Chieaw* flr,^ >,a^ k**« .«»*«-*.^ v_ Z^.r ® 



nr?w >, ♦ XT " . y J ^^ ^" C^«*SO and had been, contacted by that 

:S ^l:T.I''lT^LtL^^^-^,^'i^^^^^> 1953, and since ChiLgo 
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should have been in a position to inte^lewfl^^nli^a^^Jr jSa^H^ 



after receiving the New York teletype of Jai luary. 6, 'l954, the New York Division 
r«comends no adndnistrative action against AgeJt Fishe?: New York, -.^Sr, 
points out that It would appear under the circuasstances that SA Willis Fisher 
did not atteapt to cover this leadvas expeditiously as -possible* 

REOOIQJBNDA TION OF THE INVESTISATIVE DIVISION 

«it*^AM«,^* '^^! ^^"^ ^°^^ Division has pointed out that there are certain 
Mitigating circuastances concerning the handlingof this aiatter by Agent Fisher 
it is believed that Agent Fisher was clearly on notice that the SfSnt hS ' 

<• 9 ^ 
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Copy 29 
Ifbiaorandun to .Mr* Hosen 

denied to Chicago that he had a criainal record and was clearly on notice that 
the Chicago Office wanted to get this laatter resolved* Fisher was -in a position 
to do thiso However, he assumed that Chicago liad access to infornation in their 
files or could obtain infortaation directly from the inforaant and, therefore, 
referred the Chicago Office back to the inforsaant rather than directly responding 
to the coaiaunication* Fisher advised that. he knew the inforaant »s real crindnal 
backgroxasd* He co\xld have resolved this caatter and exercised bad judgment in 
not clearing yxp the inatter by sending the desired infonaation to Chicago 
dajoediately* It is, -therefore, recoamended that Agent Fisher receive a letter of 
censxire© 

Handllnj; at -the Seat of Giovemaient 

Supervision of this case has been divided in the sense of time. ASAC 
A<, Mo Bryant, Mlaai Division, was the st55ervisor at the Bureau on this case 

until the middle of Deceabep. 1Q«>-^^ Ihereafter, s\;pervisory responsibility has 

rested with Sigservisor | | 



■ RESPOKSlBILItY OF A* M* BRYANT 

,,.. ^. '^f ^^^^&> letter of 11/5/53 and accoitpanying copies of the a ction and 
affidavit which requested the New York Office to verify whether I ^Hhad a 
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crisdnal record was initialed for the file by lir* Biyanto He d id not ca ll to 
the attention of his superiors the problea raised ir this letter, but did ask 
'that additional copies of the aotion and affidavit be forwarded by the Chicago 
Office to the Bureau which he transmitted subsequently to the Departaent by 
.Keaorandun dated 11A9/53, aerely referring to the motion for a new trial and 
that Judge Barnes had denied this motionp He did not follow up with eitlier 
Chicago or New York* Bryant, -in his wqjlanation, recalls receipt of the Chicago 
letter but does not recall specifics in it other than Chicago initiated investi- 
gation to resolve discrepancies* He stated he recognized the necessity of ad- 
vising the Department but does not recall if he discussed the matter with his 
superiors* 

R5CP_Miffiffl)ATI0N OF INVESTIGATIVS DIVISIOH 

/rr u f^«rvi«0J^ Bryant had over a jionth in which to follow this catter 
^IfoyeaS>er 6, 1954 to the aiddle of Deceaber when he left for Mlaai)* .There Is no 
indication in the file that he foUowed this natter and consequently it -is recc-n- 
aasnded that he be censured for his failure in this regard* 

A* A* STAFFELD 

*u V ^ ^^f.^^°^^ I initialed the teletype of January 6, 1954, from 

the Kew York Office to the Chicago Office* He received this teletype approximately b 
three weeks after he replaced Supervisor Bryant and advised he was unfamiliar with 
the Chicago letter of 11/5/53* Staffeld points out that New York teletype of 

-10 - 
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Copy 29 
Ifenoranduta to Mto Rosen 



1/6/54 advised that| |had been intenriewed in Chicago on 11/7/53, two days 

subsequant to the Chicago letter of 11/5/53. He stated that since no inquiries 
viere received froa Chicago subsequent to the interview of 11/7/53, it appeared 
that the oatter had been resolved and that there was no reason to follow the 
New York teletype of 1/6/54, since the notion on the part of the defense had 
already been deidedo 



This mtter was not discussed" by Mr« l H \d.th his superiors* 
Subsequent ;to this developaent in March, 1954«_S^lcn_febsL-£a£i_Bas discovered that 
Chicago had not received a criminal record on I prepared a letter 



dated April 2, 1954, directing the Chicago Of/ice to advise appropriate personnel 
in the Qff i ce o f the U, S, Atton^ey of such a record. This was done April 29, 



1954« I | in his supervision of this case did not sp ecifically ask Chicago 
to endeavor to have the record cleared by the insertion of | n criainal 
record* He pointed out that Ihe USA wojild be precluded froa entering ar?y evidence 
in the trial court action since record beoine closed when Judge denied notion 
S^ f^r?*' *^f ^ *^ further, after the defendant filed hi« ann^fti brief October 
29, 1954, copies of which were received at the Bureau, | criminal record 
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could -not be entered. as new evidence*. Ho states the Circuit Court of Appeals 
confines itself to the record of the trial court* W hile this is borne out by 
statements of foraer AUSAj""] it would appear that I I should have taken 
f^f Iff °"?'ewr<i;.witrpiru* So -Attorney and/or the Departoent in an attempt 
to see what could be done about clarifying the. record* ■ 



RECOiaffiJCTATIOHi 



«»4.* . }'^ appears that, Supervisor | | did not aggressively follow this 
natter and accordingly, it is ^ecomended that he be censured* 

Handling of Ifeaorandu a prepared June 2A. 1955. re this aattar 

* ^v V , "P** nieaorandua froa the writer to you was prepared 6/24 /55 settin g 
forth background and developments in connection with the appeal of] Iba 

iLSfJ ""^ i?\'fu* '^}-^} ^^*''*' ^^ ^ criminal reconi and other bacl cground i n«' 
foroation which the defense was restricted in bringing out by the curtailment 
of their cross-exaaination by the judge in the lower court* 

o-^ 4.V * JI^,*^* ^^® latest of several drafts of a aeswrandun concerning this. 
S?1 ^%wv^^^ ?r" ^*v^°"* ^^ Supervisor C. L* Green, who convers^S de- ' 
■S-rfS^?. witer* Subsequently, the writer prepared two different drafts* 
S^f^!/"^*? ''*''* "^^ *?* exception of the June 24, 1955, draft were unsatis^ 
vactory and not properly planned* This occasioned delay* 
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RECOMEMDATIOH: 



V H T^«/*^ is recoaiaended that Supervisor C. L* Green and Nus&er One Man 
E* H, Jttnterrowd be censured for their failure to properly follow through and 
present a satisfactory draft without the delay vdiich has been occasiS* 
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Copy 29 



l&corandira to Mr^ Rosen 

ConflrsdnR Conferences with Uo S^ Attorneya in. Writing 

Mto Boardman has requested the Training and Inspection Division to 
look into this ^aatter and to draft the necessary instructions for the field 
offices so that there wtU be conf irsaation in writing of the resxxlts of con- 
ferences vdth USAs had by Agents* Heretofore, there have been no set regidations 
in this regard other than to require that vheh a USA renders an opinion to a 
Special Agent, this opinion ^3ist be confiraied in writing to the USA cither in 
report or letter formo 
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PERSOML Ann conritasNTiAh 



Q 



Ur* S* Sugo WtnUrrowd 
Tedtral Bureau of Inveatigatton 
Wa$hingioni D* C« 



KicboU>. 

Mohr 
Partoos 
Rosen «^ 
XamiB^ 



Tiiitcrrov4 , 
TtU.Room 



Deor Urt WinUrrowdt 

Xi haB COM to the attontton of the Bureau that on 
a number of occaeione in the recent pa$t you failed to detect 
noneubetantive errore in official correepondence reviewed 
and approved by you^ In this connection it is neceeeary to 
emphaeiMe the need for accuracy in official correepondence* 

Accordingly, the Bureau nuet ineist that you 
increase your efforts to prevent errore of thie nature in 
Bureau mail* 

fery truly youre, 

SU £dgar fioovoi; 



John Edgar Soever 
Director 




s^ 



N»r9 



/^ 
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BOH: kin . 

cc - Ur* Bosen (personal Attention) 
Based on vteno ^. Hosen to Mr. Boardmk da^ •'■li/SS^^^j-A^rH' ^ 
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NOV 3 01955 

COMM-PBI 



(f«-*t-5*-*,«fse»t 



til-f'^-f sk*«:*t*«K»a 




JtfEC 2 1955 



P^J-In'J 



£>- 



STANMHD rOMI NOL 04 




Oifice fAjstnofandutni v united states government 

yf^' A -DATE, 11/22/55 



ynoM^ t 



fUBJBCT: 



MR • BOARDMAN 

^ I— i^i'^WII 



ToUott_ 
Mick<4s 




A. i?OS 



Hi^:^! 



ERRORS IN CORRESPONDEHCE 
INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 






D 



-Thl^ is to advise that Number One Man E* H^ 



Winterrowd has now been charged with ten errors in ^t^ 

correspondence reviewed by him in this Division.^t:<i/vvw /l-''^" ' 

In line with established instructions that ' 
consideration be given to administrative action in 
connection with failure to detect such errors, it is 
recoinmended that. a letter be directed to VJinterrowd 
calling to his attention his failure tp detect the 
errors which have been scored against him» 
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DEC 7 1955 
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January JS> 1956 



JPersonal and COHfidenital 







Mr* Sm Eugo Winterrowd 
Tederal bureau 0/ J^nveatigati^n 
faahingtortf D» <7* 



^ 



P^ar Mr^ Winterrowd^ 

J hape derived comiderahje 
saiiefaotion from Vie Bucoeseful solution 
of ihe Brittle ^e Sebbery case sxnd X an taking 
tbie opportunity to comnend you for the 
valuable aBBiotanoe you rendered^ 

It is apparent that your over-^all 
euperuision of thie important matter at the 
Seat of Oovernmfnt proved instrumental in 
the favorable reeulte acMevedm I sincerely 
appreciate ^e interest^ ability and devotion 
to duty you displayed in the handling of this 
coT^plex case^ 



Sincerely youre^ 






^a) --^ 2? ' g MA ILED 

cc - Mtm Boaen (Pereonal Attention); ^ 5%^ V-^ ** 







COMM-FBf 

#1. a 1956 



KH 



Mohr 



I Based on nemo from Ur^ Hoe en 
1/13/S6^ ARtww. 



CD 5! 
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UJpce JVUmorai^um • united stati^ government 

4r 



TO t MR. TOLSON 

FROM » J. P. MOHR 

•DBjBcr: BUREAU JNSPJEC TORS 



T«1«0A 

DATBi February 3, 195 6,J^ 

IBelmcoC 
Mohr^ 




y 




Uvi 









In connection with my .memorandum of February 2, 1956, captioned 
the same as this memorandum and listing by grades ittl.present Inspectors 
in the Bureau, the Director noted that Mr, E, Hugo Winterrowd^s'naine was 
riot included in the memorandum as being an Inspector and in9[uired as to \vhy 
JMr, Winterrowd was not an Inspector, \y>-^' I 

My memorandxmx to you dated September 4, 1951 f recommended that 
Mr. Winterrowd be designated NvtntJber One JMan of the Investigative .Division 

I to replace Scott Alden. This recommendation -was approved by the Director. 
No recommendation was made that Mr. Winterrowd be designated as Inspector. 
His predecessor, Scott .Alden, in addition to the title of Number One Man, also 
had the title Inspector. 

My naemorandxxmto you dated Noveniber 2, 1949» contained a 
recommendation that^JSerxxard C. JBrown, who was then ASAC of the Atlanta 
Office, be transferred to the Training and Inspection Division for Seat of 
Government inspection assigmnents. In connection with this nxemorandum, 
which the Director approved, he noted, M assume Brown will come in as a 
Supervisor and not as an Inspector. I want no more such titles created except 
where work is field inspections. H. '* 

In view of the fact that Winterrowd was designated Number One Man 
after the Director's instructions, no attempt was made to designate him an 
Inspector. "^-^miii^p^^ .^. 



When Ivan W. Conrad was designated NirnibeinDxie „ ^ ,„. 

Xraboratory on January 30, .1955, he likewise was not g: vex^^the title of^^mg^^^ 

The only exception to this policy thkt I can recall was th^^jdes^naMipn 
of Section Chief William C. Stillivan, Central Research! Section? a%4ftW^ctl>^^° 
on July?, 1954. > •|pi-i*.ll^L V:i. v ,' ii ^^Mi' 
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Oj^c^ Memorandum • united states government 



TO 



Mr 



Rose|/> ' 



/ 



»oM • iF. L. Price 



■^\' 



I -f 

DATBs Janmry 20, 

A ^5^^ 



SCBJBCT: 



UNKWOWK SUBJECT; 

South f"< -' "- •' - *^6l'^ 



,w t »^M 



i>r tins 



K 



^>^ 



i? 




X>J^# 



/ 



^ 



r^<^ 



'h 



<m0^ f 



/V 






..V i*3*a**'-fcU(*j*;i.ji,,(6tj(mt.H!' **«i(M**.iHi4, 



lAC Lopez, ^avaruiah, -reported that Bureau air-tel of 
December 21, 1955, set out the text of <An approved circular letter 
for use of the Savannah Division Xn circularizing banks in connection 
with the captioned case. 1/opez said that the Bureau air-tel contained 
a typographical ^w^v wnich Lopez did not detect, and that he himself 
had had the circularization sxade in the absence of Agents actmlly 
handling the investigation. Lopez said that the circular letters as 
approved by him contained the error (failure to place a decLnnl point 
In description of currency so that denomixiations appeared to be $100 
rather than $1.00), out that he tnereafter hyid caught the error and 
corrected it by a sn-s-^quent mailing. 

The Bor^va's air-tel was in response to Savannah air-tel 
of December 15, 19'^'^» submitting the text of a proposed circular 
letter for Pureau apjtrova^. The proposed letter, however, was 
unacceptable and reouired coinplete revision at the Bureau by 
Supervisor Yancy M./Yill<^ughby of the Bank Robbery Desk. He dictated 
the approved circulaV letter to Stenographer I 1 who states 

that her notes reflect the phrase "new $1.00 bills," which she 
erroneously typed as "new $100 bills." Supervisor Willoughby fft>ates 
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that he correctly dictated the approved letter to Stenographer 
but failed to note the error upon reviewing the air-tel for trans- 
mission. It Is noted in this regard that the error was not apparent 
from a readhg of the text of the approved letter but could have been 
detected from a comparison of the currency described by the Savannah 
Division In its air-tel of December 15, 1955, and that described in 
I the approved circular letter. The nlr-tel was subsequently approved 
by reviewing officials at the Bureau and forwarded to the field vithou^t * > 
detection of the omitted decimal. - - ^f // U. / ' -^^"^ 



RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. Ste 



(her 



\i- ' ..'I'..- / 

._ I I , who erroneously typed the 

"new'$106 fcjil'' although' her notes reflected "new $1»00 billsf," 
ga^lppwspqneAblB' Tor the, error in this matter, -t'is"" 

cc? 1 - Mr. Nichols ' ' "* s.*''''^ "^ 

JSnclosurei (2) , < \ \y v '^' 



Phrase 
is dir 




Menjorandum for Mr. Rosen 



noted that ^ass 



hnnl?^^ f 1 ^® !__, I is a good stenographer who has successfully 

so?? ar« nif f ? ^?F^ °^ '^^f^.f" ^^^^ S°^^ fashion. Errors of this 
thll nn%S?i f^ all representative of her vork. Instead, it is noted 
«vo^f?S/f^'^^^®''^?^'^» January 6, 1956, she volunteered to work 
Sc r ;?!..i^ °^^uf *^ prepare a taetaorandum requested by the Director 
^f.S/^^'^ii °^ his conference with the Attor^y General on civil 
tiS^^ytc^""^- '^^^ Director had requested inforaati on concerning 
three missing person wflf.f.Ai.<;. ^»»w.tv^ ^j^^se involving|~^^f^^^_l 



ff"!! I '^^.^^^ 't 



In addition w VdiUnteering to work on Friday, Miss F Taii^ 

nn^?ri:!?^*° ""^^^ ?e Saturday and did work from 1 (] a.m. t o 6:30 p.m. 
?S« !^! flatter and other expedite roatters. It is further noted that 
she was commended by letter from the Director October 23, 1953, 
because Of her handling of a large voluae of work relative to the 
overtime 'mi.^I ^ ^^^ f"^ connection with which she voluntarily worked 
?^«^:^; ,^^fs| 1 received a letter of commendatiouou 1/13/56 
for her valuable services in the Brink's case. Kiss I [understands 

♦ t,^ « ^:. Supervisor Yancy M. Villoughby was responsible for 
the preparation of the approved circular letter, and although he 
correctly dictated the letter to Stenographer r^ he faUed ?o 
Sf ?J« ri\^ll''l i" the transcribed letter. KcTTlJpressed, however. 
tLt fn ??rf«^f supervisor Willoughby Is able to make the Jtatement' 
that in fifteen years of Bureau service this is the first time he 

hll ITA 'TtMl^'tiJ/f ^J' a w,itten explanation in com'ertim with 
reliabilitv Si u??i „\\*'^f """""y ,^° ^^- Willoughby 's accuracy and 
ftli*tli.^' ^^' ^/illp^ghby has received four letters of commendation 
Desk since Iu?u?f ^?5«?5^%S^^^^^!"^ supervision on the Bank Robbery 
^frvi^Ic ?« ^^^»J9^^»,*^® °®^^ ^^^^^-^^ being for his valuable 
fn tiS^LiS ^''Jl^^''^'^^? ^^^^ ^^"^ over-all results being obtained 
of S« ???^wf ^^""^ ^^S^^ ^^^ ^°^ ^^^ contribution to the solution 
omi^^fnn i?^!S ""a^^: ?® nevertheless should have detected the 
\™n Jk^,,?? v^\^!°^°^^ P°^"* ^^i<^^ ^^« stenographer failed to type 
?hl?efS?^M;it'S^ t^retit^e,'.'''''''' ^^^ ^''''''' '' '^ recoJ^Sended, 
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MeMorar.duOT for Mr. Rosen 



<?Ao*. r r ^' ^^ i^ recoinroendea thfit the reviewing ofMclal? ©t the 
Seat of Government who initialed and approved the outtnoJng co'lounicatlon 
have an error scored against ti^em. In the Investi^Uvi Div?s7on, e^roJs 
have been scored against 0. F^vMyers, Supervisor in chart-e of th« ^'^^^^ 

D?v?ift;; i ""' H.S^interrowd^Nu^ber One .Man of the Invepti^^ative 

who ?n??;.' 2 ^"^r^ ^^""^i ^•''^ ^^ ^^°^«<^ against Mr. G. HjCscatterdev, 

wno initialed and approved the co -luun! cation for Mr. BoardirSoi. FurSer 

been ?o. nd"cc.nlfto r'"' 1^"^ ^^^^^^^er proposed by Sava^^h iZ 
^L!^J?«i^ of ^?®^'^^ unsatisfactory and was entirely revised and 
accurate of.t^%i;^r""-. t^ »'«jl''«^. the letter atpeared complete and 
Svo !o^ 2",-^^ ^^'^^' «n<5 the digcrcr^n=y caMd have been detected only 
by a careful conj^rlson with the incoains mator.lol, .v.w" ^ctuallv Sa^ 
no longer comparable because of revision at the Bureau. '^'^^^^ ^^^- 



^^. •-'^■:'V 



ik* The 
J.>j^McGuire 



CO irajnlcPtjgn was also initialed at the aureau bv 



..i. J. J.>j^Mc&uire for :-;r.| I but It is reco .nendeO that no error 

^?^f^^°^/ «Sfi<*ft hi„, sin ^e the co 'mmunicaticn was routed S Hr^ F^^ 
office for his Information conceiving the issuance of a circula r letter 
re-ngfinX^ T^""'^ ^' '^^ ■«>ntents^thereof. No action i'^te^^SS^ 
Sf^M. i i '\ vi ^' ''^^ initialed this correnponder.ee in the 

ll^t If r""' teHIIHJTr-the Headins Room is not required to ^ad Se 
text of communications to the field. ^^o^ wit* 



A>^ 




/; 



(. I 



,J V 






» V 



„^4 4.*. ji ^J. ,?^? Lopez, whose office proposed the circular letter 
admittedly failed to note the discrepancy in the descriptlL of the 
currency even though it varied from the description -in ths letter a. 
Jr^^fr"^ ?^ ^?^ Savannah Division. He has .advised that he himelf 
ha^l the circular letter prepared, approved the stencil and had the 
circular letters miled in the abit.nce of the Agents handlin' the in- 



vest l-^ati on. 
Ko action is 
Division. 



It is reconmended 
rHconrnanded against 



tierefore, that SAC Locez be censured. 

3ther personnel In tlie Savannah 
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LA VILLOIWHBY Ah': 
ARE ATTACHED 



:;!}:'. ,.hPher 



TO 



• k 



• ft 



: m, L, Y, "BOARDMAN 



COPY 150 
DATE: a/13/56 



:from 



A. ROSEN 



SUBJECT: ROBINK 

This is submitted to recommend commendatory letters 
to be directed to lE. H_., Wi nterroxvdj Section Chief P. L. Price^ 
and Supervisors R. l. Srusgemari' an<i 0. P. Myers .for the 
excellent v;ork -they performed here at the Seat .of Government 
in connection with this case. These men devoted long hours 
and, which is more than that, exhibited an intense interest 
in carrying out their share of the Bureau's responsibil-ltles. 

Other personnel of the Criminal Section of this 
Division devoted considerable time --in assisting in the 
preparation of summaries in this case. It is believed 
that the -letter of commendation to Section Chief IPrlce 
should refer to the excellent t/ork of personnel in that 
Section and copies of this letter should in turn be 
designated for the pex^sonnel files of the following named 
Supervisors: "P. L. Price, M. T. Cummings, H. A. -Fitzgibbon, 
R. J. Galla gher, R. E. Gebh ardt, C. -L. Green, I I 

0. J. Keep^ I I J. C. Stokes, Y. W. 



} J. C. Stokes, Y. fl. Wiiioughby. 



It is also recommended that two ste nographers 
assigned to the Cri minal Section, namely, Miss | 
and Miss I I also be considered for commendation inasmuch 
as they exhibited their loyalty to the .Bureau by volunteering 
their services for a considerable number of extra hours. 

OK -TOLSON 

-Letters of commendation. 1/13/56 Irh 

cc - Administrative Division 
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ORIGINAL -PILED IN 67--8do'05*l6l5 



Vs* ^* 



5 JAN 30 1956 



Tcbruarp 2S, 1956 

pmsoML Aim cormii^iTUL 



Mr, S» Hugo Wint5rroi:fd 

TeHeral Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, J>* Q» 



Hear Mr* Winterromdf 

It has been deterained by the Bureau that you 
reviewed and approved a aeaoraadin to the Pepart^ent dated 
Mcei^her gg» 3.9t5t*). in nnnnentton with the Bank Mohbery case 



involving 



1 



and others J and alVioitgh it 



should have been apparent to you at that tine that eonplete 
details .should have been obtained fron the field concerning 
the actions of Bureau Agents in Canada you neglected to Ixike 
the necessary steps to procure such infornatton* As a result 
it ixis necessary to secure these facts uhen a later co^ia^ni- 
catimi ms being prepared for transmittal to the J^partnent, 

It will be incunbent upon you to give riore careful 
consideration to your handling of responsibilities of this 
nature in the future so that similar shortconings nan ^e ^ 
avoided^ Z' 



Soardtnaa 



Mo \\\ 

JlCtbam 
(5) ^ 



\ 



/VIAILED a 

FEB 1 5 1956 



Yery truly yours j, 



John Sdgar Eoover 
Bi rector 



3. ^ <* 
CD ^ -:j 




cc - Mr, Hosen (Personal Attention) 



JNic1iob.i..„...ii 

^^^ ''a' riiiTiB- niif~ 



Based f^^Y^of^onUr. A, Rosen to Mr :T:x^ jB^^dv^'qat,^ 




n 



y^^^M^M 



^ ' ^j t'r* '"H '■ * ^K f '^ ^ 



86MAR 1 



1956/ 
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•^L ! 



^^B Ubb 
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liar oh 5, 19S6 
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Ut* J», Uuqo Winterroad 

r^deraJ Bureau 0/ Jnvedtigatton 

Washington, H* C. 



Dear Ur* TSinUrrovidt 



.On rebruary 29, X5S6, you /urniahed teUphontc 
inHructions to the Speoial Jgent in Charge of the 
Birstinghast mvision regarding t he Civil ^;5^*« ^**l!r 
ZZiiLto r -^ victin. The instructions 

you qaiie the Special Agent in bhargeonJhtB occasion isere 
not ^sufficiently clear Tstth respect to his *2aaedfatgl|^^ 
notifying the Bureau of any infjormtion concerning % ^s- 
cision by the court in certain litigation pen^ivg «^^* 
tine» As a result the Bureau vsas not promptly a^vU^d of 
i^e court's ruling* 



00 S 



b7C 



Xou handled this natter very poorly an^^J^re^ 
ar>pears to have been no adequate escusc Jor yo«'^/i*|,«ns 
to issue explicit instructions to the Special Agpnt |j ^arge. 
Consequently, you v>ill be expected in the future^to ftrnn- 
sirate greater thoroughness and attention to detail in carrying 



out your responsibilities so that Vou^iU^njit^qnain M 



V 



67 
Yery truj(y youths 

JJr Edgar, Haovep 




aa^^. 

[ — Mm ^ ^ aryeabiewi'th such a dereliction* \'^^,^, JiJqS'S*^^''^^ 

MAR -5 1956 

^^' ^^ ,,,^^^^ 

Jfo . ./ ^ /n Diredtor ■.:{ 

cc - Mr, Bos eh (Persb%di Attention) 
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: Based on rLei^o(jm..h:^ Boardnan to the Director dated 3/1/^6, 

:3«-MAR 13 1956 
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^jpce Nxemorandum • united states government 

«> . MR. L. T. BOARDMAN dati. 2/8/56 'If^i^fS^^ 



MOM 



.' < J- 1 



/ 



isnuBCT: f 



17) 

IN 
> 

I 







XM JEzclxAnf e Bcmk Coopaziy, 

BAIOC I tOBKSRY 

UraBRMATIONiL BCDUDITION XATTER 



^ 




^ 



Ci*«J7-.J^^ -J 



'v^tj^^ Reference is made to memorandum from 1"^ T 

•J^Ogjtratlve Assistant Attorney General, conc' ai-Alng the 

ttaeurplng Ql-ajujfln^e of $25^.80 for the eitradltion from Canada 
pr Bu>^J«ct| I In the above -en titled matter. 

QOBSTlPy 



fl*-«i , » ^ Director has Inquired as to w hether Spec ial Agent 

Stanley T. W-aszek contacted Grown Attorney ] ^"^ and Sso 

S^SJJ^'^ci^!"* '^^^f'^®!^ reportedly stated und er oath tha t the 
United States would be responsible for the extradition costs 
or bne.«euDject. 

J, Th# facts are as follows* 

I A": Agent Blaszek did talk to the Crown Attorney 

concernlngS;pr ©visional warrants and we have heretofore advised 
Olney of this fact in the following language as reflected in 
the memorandum dated V26/56. It is as follows: ^''''''^'^ ^ 

4, -^^ . "With regard to the statement that » subsequent 
to the issuance of Federal Warrants of Ar rest in thi s 

case, Special Agent Blaszek contacted Mr. I 1 

as th* Crown Attorney at Hamilton, Ontario, Canada, b« 

coioerning-.the issuance of provisional warrants of arrest . b7c 
oS 4*? |ft<l^p7 has developed t hat in this c onnectioff. ;,, 

Srilcial Agent Blaszek contacted I I at I 1 

r«<iuest on December 5, 1955, at whi^h time a general -"L... ^ 

discussion of extradition was hadv" \^ iV'7(L99 / 5 -P^ 

oiJ ^ ' ^» ^W"*i ^^«^®rence to the question ks "to whether < 

ffljwzekjreportedly stated under oath that thd^Unit^d Stated ... 1 
If?^^*^'^*'^?°^^?^\^°^ t^ extradition ;cosis, this question 












^^y^ ' 









t 



• 



Memorandxm for Mr. Boardxaaa 



"Subseqaent 
of ,a rrest :Ux 
Mr. r^ 



to the Issuance of Federal 
this case, Special Agent Blaszek 
as the Crowii Attorney at 



I 



warrai.ts 

contacted _ , , 

Hamiltou, Oxitario, Canada, concerning the Issuance of 
provisional warrants of arrest and thereafter In open 
court at Hamilton, Ontario, vhen queried by County- 
Judge P. L. McCombs, Special Agent Blaszek, confirmed 
that the United States Government was prepar ftrt to nav 
for th e e.xtr flditi9n nrooPftrtln^s. While this statement 
was made In open coxirt in answer to Judge McCombs* 
question, Special Agent Blaszek made no commitment as 
to the Identity of the counsel to be retained by this 
Government." 
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CONCLUSION 



1. 



has jralsed two questions which have both 

been answered in memoranda to Mr. Olney. We had no correspondence 
with I I concerning this matter until he submitted the 
memorandxim of reference. 



2. 



Alth ough Agent Bla szek states that he at no time 

Inited States 



engaged ! I ^Q represent "th^ United States in these or 
any proceedings, ne, nevertheless, has admitted that he 
testiflet ^ ^ without authorization, on his own .•initiative. It is 
oDVlous that when he testified as a representative or tne 
Federal Government and did so without .authority, his actions 
could well be construed , in the light of all of the circumstances, 
io "the e'xteni that he committed the United States Government to 
>ayment of the extradition vhich am6xiAted 16 ^i^;>*».ou. In tnis 



fegard" "the Stale Department aiid the Department or Justice 
i indicate that it is a proper expenditure; that they, of course, 

adition -in the event extradition is 



would pay for the extradition 

effected; however, the point raigft^ is whether the Agent had 

authority to obligate the Department's ftmds. I think that 

Blaszek was wrong in testifying as he di d even though 1 

states th at" his language was not such as to n ave speci: 

Eixed CrCwnTTttorneyl | It is clear that his testimony. 

wnk such as to JjT^^l rar.P that the United States Government vouJ.d 

pay ror tne extr adition. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. All of the facts in this case have heretofore been 
made available to Olney In our memoranda,_daifid_12/28/55 and 
1/26/56. We have not corresponded with | | in this matter 
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Memorandvun for Mr. .Boardman 



I is injecting himself into the 
Ipictiire in the larigxiage wnlch he does, I see no need to answer 



I at all. Now that 
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I him, Inasmuch as we have fxilly advised Olney of the situation 

^^h2. Ovoc rules ^Sd regulations clearly set forth 
the procedure to be followed in extradition proceedings. The 
manual specifically indicates that all extra ditlQn p^^f^iiftftt^inf/g 
flr ft ^9 bet handled throvigh the United States Attorney in whose 
trict prosecuti on la p^nt^iipg and the U. S. Attorney then 
xa:nishes the Tacts to the Attorney General and subsequently 
the Department handles the matter through extradition proceedings 
under existing treaties. (Section 1, Subsection L, Manual of 
Instructions.) 

3. Agent Blaszek's actions in testifyi ng were 
improper.. He has heretofore been censiu-ed for his action s in 
this case for assisting in maintaining svirveiiJLance witji 

Oismadian CTi'icers on the rft siden^ft or one of tne sub.iects in 

Canada,. He also^ although he did no t partici pate In | | 

afresT, was available outs Ida of the I [ residence iu a 
police car parked in front of I | residence. Blaszek 
was invited iiplde—hi:^ Caiiadian officers to witness any 
admissions of | | and to evaluate the significance of 
what might be found in the search as relating to the cases in 
which he was involved. (Bank robbery in Ohio.) He did not 
participate in the search. Obviously this action was highly 
improper and consequently he was censxired and his services are 
not to be used in the futtire in conducting inquiries in Canada. 



, It is also ;reccmmended that he be censured for his 

I improper action in testifying without authority. 



^-^ 



^- 
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k. 1 have also inquired into the handling of this 
matter by the Supervisors here at the Seat of Govern ment. Dn 

12/22/55, Department Attorneys I [ conferred 

with Special Agents J. ClStokes and A. B.XJiddy concerning 

this matter. There were 'a>number of questions which subsequently 

arose which required checking specifically withthe offices in 
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• 



Mamorandun for Mr. Boardman 

ord«r to determine the full facts. This should not hare b..n 
iSSttlrf rt tS%?'"""i"''» '""^^ have InSSSed tato Sew 
Cdltol^f the^t"r.^*^ ^ censuredf^elT Inadequate 



\"/^' 



II 



« revlevl^ ,^llt'^, 2i/fc ^^^H^^ ro'JSSJS 

imxy into the complete detail* of the actioas of the l^antT 
?oLf ?S;j^*** i° ^*^ ^ connection vlti Si. LttJr. ^t 1. 

SEi^ s^X"«:a|JVor'^ur-"2:.s.n\i:*ro ^-K 




J?f iS fi «^ concerning this aatter have been reiterated to the 
Sr^? «? per recommendation No. 5 of the attached, InitructlnT 
f^^i«L?5f*^° *"^ *^^ °**^«'' Canadian border offices to ^ 
Immediately Impress upon Agent personnel the absolute neSLsslty 
of Delng more circumspect In conducting Inquiries SciSS^.L. 



Footnotftf 



As a matter of Information, It Is t o )>m noted t h^t 
J!5^^!f^-°!JJ??.*?_^?^« whether | ] 



checking as Mr.j 

signature and she said 



±JUu 



™=^I^^h.d ^fian_r^^J«d^, tSe Bure"S;:"SJrT^:s 

<;oui.(m^~l^te''the''orIiI 
been sent C6 the BureauT 
had been recelved^_aiid_th 
also stated thatf 
times and that 



JUia 
. tnw 



t^K^ '^'^ »*'^Vht r^ii11 — —V — Tw 

• She waf advised that tlie nemoq^aoftiai 

It wag not signed by M^body^ Mm 



had wltten and r«wltt«i It ««T«ral 
■jflH s een the last draft* that It 
ack Into | | offic<^after tha 

^«^♦^^o^-i"7i"C *Tu r***.*' ^^® guedsea ne really should hmy 
initialed it but that she vas goins to ahq^Wa a^py. 



apparently didn*t com _ 

final rewrite. She said she guej sfed he re 







, ^ifrvu? 
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FD.253 {IW2-54) 



UNITET) STATES DEPARTMENT OP JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



InR^y,ms0^<rU, WASHINCTON 25,D. C. 

Director 

Federal Bvoreeuonavestlgatloa 
Cnlted States .2)eparkent of Justice 
VsshingtoD, D, C. 

Dear Sir: 

For inclusion iathe.ftoi to be paid to the designated "beneficiary of any Special Agent of 
the FBI vho ha8;prevlously contributed to this fund andvho dies froa any cause except self-destruction 
vblle employed, as a Special 4gent, 1 wforvardlng herewith (by CHECK " WWi ORDER) the sin of $10, pay- 
able to the Assistant Director, Adttlnlstrative' Division, FBI, to be. included in said ftod. Payment vlll 
be aade for death by self-destructloa.after the Agenf has been a-aeober of the .fund for a continuous period' 
of two years. 'It is understood' aoi^agreed that 'the sua tendered herevithis a voluntary,; gratuitous contri- 
bution "to said fund vhlch I understand is "to be 'adalnistereiJ in .the following aanner. 

the Director of the FBI vlll appoint .a comittee vhlch shall consider -all aatters pertaining to 
the acquisition, safe keeping and ejqpendlng of said -fund,. vhlch comittee vlll recoBmend- appropriate action 
to the Director in pertinent natters, the .Assistant Director 'of the Adnlalstratlve Division of the FBI 
shall receive all contributions and account for sake to the Director. Open the death of any Special Agent 
vho is a aeaber of said fund the appointed coaalttee vlll consider the case. and submit .a reconaendation to 
the Director , as to Its conclusions. .Appropriate instructions vlll then be Issued "to theisslstant Director 
of the Adainlstrative Division, directing hla to. pay to the designated beneficiary 'the sua of $10,000. the 
liability of the fund ^all not under aiqr circuastances exceed the aaount of aonies in the fund at the tlae 
any li |MHtff «h«n ^mr I n^ Miwrtrn Mun pn is designated as ay beneficiary for FBI Agents' Insurance Furdibo 

Date ijllfiJ^L 



Address. 



death 



the following person is designated as ay beneficiary un^ the Cbas. S. It 



_ Relationship _/t^1^ Mts^ iff t^ /Mia 



bftMfit-ta henoflelaw ef «gftrit.< \K\\^ i p thejlhe of duty. 



,Relatloashlp. 

' .^'>tkiK_. M^^>«.•A) i\^%M'<-' 



Rcss' Fund' providing $1500 
Date. 



^pxm 



\ \\^ 




Special Agent 



■MBaMAaaMMHM 



mam 



# 
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Office l^etwrandupi • united states government 



TO 



ncoM 



tUBjBCT: 




MR* BOARDMAN 



DATBs 



2/29/56 



B* H* WIKTERRO^^ 



UMKHQWN SUBJECTS: 

I k VICTIM 

CIVIL RIGHTS 



Rosen jitaw 



SAC. D^wwi. UJ'^F'J^^^ !^<^' 



^U 






This memorandum is submitted pursuant to/your request relative 
to ay phone call at 6:15 PM (EST) to SAC Fults at vBirmingham concerning 
advising the Bureau of up-to-date developments in the trial of this 
matter in Federal Court at Birmingham, 



bo 
b7i 



The 



xu« purpose of my call to SAC Fults, as was the purpose of my 
to SAC Lopez at S avannah (shortly thereafter in connection with 
the I I civil rights matter at Florence. South Carolina), 

was to insure tnar we would have teletypes in from both offices on the 



call 

the[ 



night of 2/29/56 so that the information therein could be incorporated 
in memoranda for the Director and the Department which would be ready 
first thing on the morning of 3/1/56, It was the objective of the 
Investigative Division to have these memoranda prepared on the night of 
2/29/56 so that they would be ready for transmittal the first thing on 
the morning of 3/1/56, - 

I specifically told SAC Fults that unless something "earth- 
shaking" or "startling" took place in court it would not be necessary 
for him to call in, but that he should include the results of the day's 
proceedings which were still going on at the time of the call (6:15 PM 

.Bureau time, 5^15 PM Birmingham time) in a teletype for the above- 
indicated purpose. I did not specifically tell Fults to call in if the 

I Judge rendered a decision, I did, however , tell Fults to keep up the 
good work in keeping the Bureau advised as he had been doingearlier 

during the day of 2/29/56, j — -rT"""-^-/ o ndu 

167— /iM^-^^Cf.^'^oL^^T 
I realize I should have l^A specif ic;^ir advising Fults.t^ 
call in in the event a decision was>rendered.^' 'liiasmuchas^jfiAC :Fults 
has stated the he construed my ij^tructionsl to rmean that aVteletype 
summary would suffice and a ph<^ call would not be necessary "in the 
absence of a riot, racial demonstration or similar circuo^tanges," It 
appears that I should have definitely told him toitbliBphoife 'if'a decision 

was handed down, • I fully intended that he should uvtelephone when.! J 

referred to "eai5th-shaking" or "startling" developmentsT It should be 
noted that Fults had called in twice earlier during the day on develop- 
ments of the proceedings, including the denial of motions made by the 
defendants and an admission by the Lucy woman that she was fearful of 
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JiaroTi, 33, 2950 



O 

Mtm E. Mugo linterromd 
3107 F Street, Si^uthea$t 
Washington, jD# Cm 



Dear Mrm Winterrowdt 




$iEOO =» 

Tele* Room 
HoUomaa 
Gaudy 3*« 



**1 



I am glad te learn you are feeling 
nuch better today and Just wanted to let you 
knoio that I hope your convalescence mill 
continue ao favorably. JT truet you mill no% 
try to return to the offict.* until you htve % ^o 

*« -n « -- 

CP >• TO 

. 9. <^ 



C0a;}2€t0il/ r^goaeredt 



^Ificerdli^^ 



tr* Ed^ar Boovor 



BKW/obd 



33 

:3c 



c:n 



r 



i? 



Mr. Vinterrowd has been absent this week 
due to a cold which settled in his chest. Be called 
this morning and advised he will finish taking the 
medication prescribed by his physician i;oday, and ^ 
will probably be in Monday. He stated he feels /^ 
quite weak^^^r a\^ .-i rufiT6,c. ,vi, 



Address obtained from Information. 



MAILED 26 




C^ 



v\'»' 
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L 



1 



Off'Ce ^Metnorandum • united sTATEsuGoyEHNMENx 



TO I -WE DIBBOTOB 



noM » £• F» Boardnan 



■OTJBCT: VNKNOWtl RIJTiJKaTR. 



DATBt 

Iftircft 1, 2956 





t 






Slzoo 

>jf^"^ Trl«-Roo.bb 



J wi^ft to 5U»3aar<5rd below events which in my opinion resulted 
in the improper handling of earlier instructions which I issued rela^ 
tive to insuring that the Bureau would be telephonic ally advised of 
the results of the court proceedings at Birmingham^ Alabama ^on 
2/29/56 in instant matter. ^ ^ r^ > y^i\/^ i ^ ^ 

Vhile in conference with Messrs. NichoJLs and Bosen on the 
morning of 2/29/56, I instructed Mr. Winterrowd 'by dictograph to 
immediately contact SAO FUlts, Birmingham, and arrange for him to 
have immediate knowledge of the proceedings in §he U% Sm district 
Court, Birmingham, relative to the trial in instant matter, in order 
that the Bureau could be kept telephonically advised of developments 
and decisions reached during the course of this trial. Mr^ 
Winterrowd stated he would immediately handle same. 

I subsequently checked with Winterrowd, who advised he had 
contacted Fults and the necessary arrangements had been perfected^ 
I also subsequently telephoned Mr. Rosen, around noon, to inquire 
whether any word had been received' from Fults. During the course 
of the day two short notes were sent to you reflecting informa^ 
tion received relative to current developmenfs.^Jnr^this/^rial%^^'-'^^'^\^ 

Upon receipt of information ifftpt a W}reservice^news^release 1 
timed 6:;58 p^m., 2/29/56, had been ^ceived, reflecting that-the^Judge 

I had rendered a decision, I ende^^red at 7:15^p.m0.tol^heck wi^h 
Messrs. Rosen, ^fnterroiad ond^poce, who were not in their off ices, 
and finally with Mr. Morgan/i^he night duty agent, to determin§^ 
whether any call had been received from SAO \Fults lqpnOierj^ingJ>twhich 
I had not been advised. Jfte night man had rieceiyednq^ information, . 
so I telephonically, at 7:20 p.m. , , coniacted^SAO^JFulis, called ^ 

his attention to the news release, and askedMm why the Bureau had 
net been telephonically advised;. SAG Fults stated he had received 

ia<^elephone call from Mr. Winterrowd at ^SzlS p^m., OST (6:15 p»a# EST), 
at whicht'time Winterrowd had advised him the Bureau wanted a summary, 
in t^t^i^pe form,jsent in during the evening, bringing up to date 



L7B:0SH (6) f^fr 
c6l Mr. Nichols 
^^r. Rosen 
^ Mr. Mohr 




>Pi^ 




i^ 




Director 



I the resulta of all proceedings, and that imleas something ''earth 
shaJcing^^ developed, it would not be necessary to telephone the 
Bureau. 

I told SAO Fults that J obviously, the primary reason for 
the Bureau's instructions re coverage on this natter was to 
ascertain the Judicial decision and be telephonic ally apprised of 
.same, in view of the extreme importance of this matter* I asl^ed 
Fults whether Winterrowd had instructed that he not bother to call 
in the event the Judge made a ruling in the case, and SAC Fults 
stated no, but that he had so interpreted Winterrowd's remarks, 
and that the ''earth shaking" comment meant that in the absence of 
racial demonstrations or comparable developments t^ephonio 
communication was not necessary. 

I thereafter reached Mr. Winterrowd at his home and 
questioned him about this matter. Winterrowd acknowledged having 

I told Fults that it would not be necessary to call in the absence 
of "some earth shaking developments" I asked Winterrowd whether 
he had considered it unnecessary for Fults to telephone in the 
event the Judge handed down a decision. Winterrowd stated he 
certainly intended that Fults should call in such an event, 
but that he, Winterrowd, apparently had not made himself clear 
in his instructions to Fults* I told Mr. Winterrowd that it 

1 would obviously appear he had given instructions that were not 
at all clear. I also reminded Winterrowd that he had not apprised 
me that he had made such a telephone call. * J instructed Mr. 
Winterrowd to submit a memorandum, which is attached^-^ ^tto^ 

J Also attach^rvscT^eletype summary from Birmingham, dated 

\7:41 p.m.,, S/89/56, which contains Fults' explanation for not having 
telephoned the Bureau along the lines abovc'^ indicated. 

Immediately after reaching Winterrowd at home and requesting 
an explanation, I also reached Mr. Rosen at home, apprised him of 
these developments, and indicated to Mr. Rosen that I felt this 
matter had been badly ^handled in his division. I informed Mr. 
Rosen that I had requested explanation of Mr* Winterrowd* 

It should have been apparent to Fults, in vie^ of the 
instructions received earlier in the day and the fact that he had 
advised the Bureau telephonic ally of developments on two prior 
occasions, that he should certainly advise the Bureau of the 
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Director 




Judicial decision. Except for the 6:15 p.m. telephone call from 
Winterrotod, which obviously, because of its lack of clarity, 
confused SAG Fults, I would have recommended severe censure for 
Fults. Under the circumstances, I do not feel Justified in 
recommending censure as to Jults. I do feel, however, that 
Mr. Winterrowd handled this matter very poorly and I recommend 
that he be censured for having failed to give clear instructions 
to SAC Fults. 
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IHES 



TO 



FROM 



m, TOLSON 



UNITED STATES GOVJERNMENT 

3/2/56 



DATE: 



X^ 



SUBJECT: 



E. D. MASON 

o 

E. HUGO WINTERROWD 

NUMBER ONE MAN, INVESTIGATIVE ^DIVISION 

GS-ie, :nonvetebaNj not on probation 

RECOMMENDATIONS FOB ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION 



Tolsott 




Viftccrrowd 
Tele. Room 



I, BACKGROUND 



C»n4y 



Mr* C* %• MGowan, Supervisor in Charge, Civil Rights 
Unit, Investigative Division, prepared a torite-^up on the 
EMMETT TILL case /or inclusion in a brief for the Director ^s use. 
McGowan did not include any facts concerning the allegation and 
limited investigation relating to whether alleged witnesses 

y tad been illegally detained 
in the Charleston, Mississippi Jail during the trial in the Till 
murder^ 



b6 
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the Director and Mr. Nichols met for i^wo 
land six others from the National Council 



. On 2/28/56, 

hours with Mrs.\ 

of Negro Women. If the 

concerning FBI 

not have J>een so grossly embarrassed 

investigation was conducted by the FBI in the Till case. 



irector had 
inquiry relating to[ 



been furnished t he facts 
1 he would 
The brief stated no 



Mrs. 1^ 

Till case 



^_^ stated that \ I were 

in the Till case and that a newspaper reporter namea \ 
(AfrorAmerican) had published an open letter alleging: 

I 



witnesses 
I 



1. 
2. 



3. 

4. 



were witnesses to the Till slaying, 

illegally jailed (during ^ the trial of 



Both had been 

Milam and Bryant^ for the Till murder) at Charleston, 

Mississippi^ . . 

Colored trusty at the Jail could prove\ \had been 

incarcerated dur ing the trial. be 

I I ctould now be 



m 



now be reached through^. 



Chicago newspapft^l r— TT/ "T/ 0^ ^^^ 

Other leads we^suggested.\^l;;^l^xJfJ^ 

Attorney Gene^l had earlien c^dvised Mrs * | [ ti 

aspecz of 



Chicago newspapf 
5. 

The Attorney Gene^l 

FBI had conducted investigation into the 

Till case. (Brief sent to the Director sata no FBI tn 
the Till case.) 

EDMzDMG&gsr < 

J. P. Mo 
Enclosure 
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1^ 



specy q, 
estigdiion 



the 
the 

"^n 




P'^ MAR 23 1956 






3S19S6 



^Ht.*f 



Si FL.^t».^ IX 




Memorandum to Jtr^ Tolson 



3/2/56 



The Director later asked for an e^2anation from the 
Investigative division as to why the brief was not complete ^ 

Memorandum fr om S* %. Price to Mr. Rosen 2/89/56, character^ 

Iised the \ | aspect as a ^'rumor^^ and described the limitedi^e 

FBI invesT Tbatton c'oricer nina it* Memorandum Price to Rosen 3/1/56 hic 
stated the \ I matter ^^did not concern in any way a 

violation of the rights of Emmett Till*^' Memorandum stated a 
separate file had been opened. The Director observed: there would 
obviously be a Civil Rights violation if a law enforcement officer 
suppressed evidence in the Till case. Director further commented 
the alibi advanced by the Investigative Division was insulting to 
the Director 's intelligence.. Training and Inspection Division was 
ordered to fix responsibility* 

II. FINDIN GS 

A* The I I matter was not a ^' r umor^' as characterized 

I by the Investigative Division in its memorandum 3/1/56 — it was a 
series of allegations issued publicly in an open l etter to the 
Attorney General and the Director by newspaperman \~ 
appeared in the Baltimore ^'Afro-American^^^ 21/19/55. 

B% Allegations relating to the[ 



and 



not included in the brief for the Director's use. 



]jnatter were 
These facts 



bo 
b7C 



should have been included. 



Till 



a* The 

case and failure 
ihe Director in an 



aspects were an essential part . of th e 

to include this mterial in the Till case^ 
situation when he met :Mrs.^ 



put "the Director in an embarrassing 
and her associates 2/28/56. 

Dm Me morandum from Price to Rosen 3/l/56 did not take 
coonisanceT of the overfall picture and it erroneously stated the 
aspects did not concern the rights of Emvtett Till. 



sucn a tecnm 



calitv is misleading. 



E. 
Boardman 



Even after Mr* Nic hols 2/29/56 po inted out to Messrs* 



4 



Tmtter was not separate 



and Rosen that 'f'he . 

from the Till case the 3/l/^B~memoranaum [from Mr. Price to 
Mr. Rosen still tried to convince the~D i rector ^hat it was separate . 
This is a reflection on the Judgment of~ hose who approved the 
3/1/56 memorandum. 

F* The investigation into the I \ aspects consisted 

primarily of an interview with \ \ who was a Special 

Prosecutor in the Till case and review of newspaper clippings. The 
question of how much investi cation to conduct is now in th e hands 
of the Department of justice. 
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in. RESPONSIBILITY AND EXPLANATION 

J 

Mr. E. HUaO WXNTERROWDj aS-16^ #1 MAN, INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 

A* ,¥interrowd is responsible for supervising ^he Civil 
IBights Unit of the Criminal Section through Section 
{Chief Price. It is his duty to assure that briefs and 
memoranda coning out of the Criminal Section and 
approved l>y him are complete and accurate. 

B. \ Approved nemo 3/l/ SQ f Price to Ro sen) erroneously 
I characterising the \ ~~\ matter as *^rumor.^^ 



C. Did not detect omission of 

brief although he knew about t?/ie[ 



] matte r from 

] situation. 



It was his duty to assure this material was indiuded. 



JD# I Did not see to it that 



situation was 



included with Till case jwrtte-up prepared for Director 

E. Approved memo 3/1/S6 containi ng a faulty eva luation 
of technicality as ito whether | \ natter 

iir. 



violated rights of Emmett Til 



,7# ^s late as 3/^ /S6 tried to convince the Director that 

matter was separate from "the Till case^ 



He explains: 



He now realises that the [ 



] matter was 



directly related to Till case; should have been 
included in the Till brief and failure to do so 
should have bean acknowledged in memorandum of 3/1/S6; 
regrets his failure to do so. 



be 

hlC 



b7C 



IV. RECOMMENDATIONS: 

Mr. E. HUGO WINTERROWD^ GS-16, NON-VETERAN, NOT ON PROBATION 
A. Censure and probation. 



^ ^^^^ 



r 



(ReGormendations continu ed on next page) 
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(RSCOUMSNDAtlONS - Continued) 

jB# Removal as ^1 Man of Investigative Division 



V 



f 



"M ' 



(?. Transfer -to field in OS-JS 
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March 8f 2p6 



Ur* S» Hugo Winterrowd 
TederaZ Bureau of InueatigaiSan 
Vathingion^ JO, <7« 




jJ^ 



Jfear yr. Winttrrowdt 

The Bureau Ao9 carefully considered ihe facie 
relating io the inefficient functioning of your eubordinatea 
in the Civil Bighte Unit of the Criminal Section of the 
Znue$tigative Diviiion^ fhie unit prepared a brief regarding 
certain Civil Bighte uattere and this brief enitted facts 
concerning an allegation and inveetiaation into t he allegation 
that witneeaee] \had bein 
illegally deiainea m thi UhWliitdi^t Mieaiieippit Jail during 
the trial in the Till murder, Xou ehould iuxve detect^^ the 
omission of this natter f ront the brief inasmuch as you^kneio 
about the \ \ 6ituation» Uurthermre, you improved, 

a memoranaum aatea March 1, 1$56, which erroneously char"' 
acterised Vie Collins^legan matter as **rumor" and c oniain63^'i- 
faulty evaluation as to iskether the\ blotter' <-^* ■ 

violated the rights of Smett TiU^ q ■ '- ' -/'r^ '-^^^i^ 

As Mumber One JfdH^d/ the Investigative y}§ivi^om» \ 
it is your responsibility to insure titat hri^fs.^nt(dJ^^orandd 
coming cut of the Criminal Section andi approver l>y}^iidumiV 
complete and accurate* In view of your failure to-jfiow^r'^ 
discharge this responsibility, as reflected a&ove, 4«*'lr#^ 
being pUS£d,MJSrjMM.on* Sereafter,, you mWI btT^^0:to i 
insure that you and your subordinates carry out yout as^gp^ ] 
ments more effectively so that there »U2 ^-no further ^gces" 
siiy td communicate joith you in this regard* 
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CO: Leave s 

Movement . 

Pereonnel Actions Vn\ 
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Based on memo Mason 
to Mr. Tolson 3/2/^b 
EDM:MGi&gsr 



fery truly yours. 

^t/9i^^ sagar Mstver 

Mr. Rosen (Personal AttentionJ 

T>UU: The worH performance of this employee should be closely 

MefeJ^ffitfte next 9Q days and at the expiration of that, time 
l^pw^rmance rating report shoula he submittedr together 
o^rYcov^mendation as to his removal from probation. 
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Office ■M.emorandum • united states government 
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TO 



FKOM t 



SUBJECT 




MR. B OARPIdA N 
A. ROSE!^ 



ERRORS CHARGEABLE AS 
APPROVING OFFICIALS 



''^"' March 13, 1956 ^^'r 

LHarM 




^; 



^is is to record the fact that Hunber One 
Man E» H» ;wlnterrowd' has charged -against him ten 
errors ras an approving official. 

Mr. Winterrowd handles a, large amount of 
mail^ emanating from the Criminal :and Accounting and 
Fraud Sections.. However, vhile he does have a heavy ^ 
volume of mail and is striving at all times to 
eliminate ;ahd catch errors in this Division, nevertheless 
it is felt a letter should be directed to him calling 
attention to the absolute necessity of eliminating 
errors. . 
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